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Thank you to everyone who provided input during the last engagement window on how City
of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks (OSMP) can manage irrigable agricultural fields
north of Jay Road currently occupied by prairie dogs. View a map of the project area.

OSMP has used community feedback from an open house, along with input it received online,
to develop a draft approach and an evaluation of potential actions to address this
management topic. If you would like to consult this document as you fill out the
questionnaire, please open the document in a separate window as you may not be able
to return to the questionnaire. We encourage community members to use the Chrome
browser while completing this questionnaire.

The questions that follow are intended to help improve OSMP's proposed approach and
potential actions to address the conflict resulting from populations of prairie dogs in irrigable
agricultural areas. This online questionnaire is intended to gauge the level of support for the
various ideas the department heard from community members this fall. It is not a statistically
valid survey.   

OS

Questionnaire Responses |Draft Approach and Actions
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP 
Occupied by Prairie Dogs
Part 1: Questionnaire Text
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General Approach
Staff’s review of community input revealed that most ideas could be grouped into
four categories that include on-the ground actions or recommendations for policy
changes. 

Removal: This category includes both actions for non-lethal control
measures the city currently prioritizes, such as relocations, as well as lethal
control options.

Exclusion: This category includes actions to prevent prairie dogs from
entering or returning to irrigable OSMP lands.

Restoration: This category includes actions to restore lands that were
occupied by a high abundance of prairie dogs.

Potential plan and policy changes: This category includes changes to
plans and policies to address large populations of prairie dogs on irrigable
OSMP lands.

1. How much do you agree or disagree that this general approach would
help reduce the conflict between irrigable agricultural fields and prairie dogs?

Strongly Agree

Agree

Neutral

Disagree

Strongly Disagree

No opinion
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Actions to REMOVE prairie dogs from irrigable fields.

Non-lethal removal methods
These include:

Trapping and relocating prairie dogs. 
Conducting passive relocation, which encourages prairie dogs to leave their burrows at
the expanding edge of a colony and directs them away from areas of potential conflict
by blocking re-entry to burrows.

The full set of non-lethal removal methods, along with staff's evaluation of these methods, is
available in APPENDIX A: Description and Evaluation of Potential Actions. See page 19. 

2. Do you have any comments on this general approach?

3. OSMP has evaluated a series of actions to remove prairie dogs from
irrigable lands. These include non-lethal and lethal control actions. Would
you like to provide feedback on these actions? *

Yes

No
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Lethal control methods
These may include:

Using carbon monoxide and/or pressurized exhaust in burrows.
Trapping and use of carbon dioxide for captured prairie dogs outside of their burrows.
Trapping prairie dogs and donating them to black-footed ferret or raptor-recovery
facilities.

The full set of lethal removal methods, along with staff's evaluation of these methods, is
available in APPENDIX A: Description and Evaluation of Potential Actions. See page 23.

4. How much do you agree or disagree that these non-lethal actions would
most effectively reduce the conflict between irrigable agricultural fields and
prairie dogs?

Strongly Agree

Agree

Neutral

Disagree

Strongly disagree

5. Do you have any comments on whether these non-lethal actions would
best contribute to a balanced approach for reducing conflict between prairie
dogs and irrigated agriculture?
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Actions to EXCLUDE prairie dogs from irrigable fields

6. How much do you agree or disagree that these lethal actions would most
effectively reduce the conflict between irrigable agricultural fields and prairie
dogs?

Strongly agree

Agree

Neutral

Disagree

Strongly disagree

7. Do you have any comments on whether these lethal actions would best
contribute to a balanced approach for reducing conflict between prairie dogs
and irrigated agriculture?

8. OSMP has evaluated actions to exclude prairie dogs from irrigable
lands. Would you like to provide feedback on these actions? *

Yes

No
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Methods to prevent colonization or recolonization of irrigable fields
These include fabric, metal and wire mesh barriers or native plantings. The full set of
exclusion methods, along with staff's evaluation of these methods, is available in APPENDIX
A: Description and Evaluation of Potential Actions. See page 37. 

Actions to RESTORE irrigable lands previously occupied by prairie dogs

9. How much do you agree or disagree that these exclusion actions most
effectively help reduce the conflict between irrigable agricultural fields and
prairie dogs?

Strongly agree

Agree

Neutral

Disagree

Strongly disagree

10. Do you have any comments on whether these exclusion actions would
best contribute to a balanced approach for reducing conflict between prairie
dogs and irrigated agriculture?
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Methods to restore irrigable lands previously occupied by prairie dogs
These include:

Closing vacant burrows.
Irrigating lands.
Performing carbon sequestration and soil health techniques to improve land fertility.
Revegetating disturbed areas. 

The full set of restoration methods, along with staff's evaluation of these methods, is available
in APPENDIX A: Description and Evaluation of Potential Actions. See page 42.

11. OSMP has evaluated actions to restore irrigable lands previously
occupied by prairie dogs. Would you like to provide feedback on these
actions? *

Yes

No

12. How much do you agree or disagree that these restoration actions would
most effectively reduce the conflict between irrigable agricultural fields and
prairie dogs?

Strongly agree

Agree

Neutral

Disagree

Strongly disagree
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Plan and policy changes

Plan and policy changes 
These include:

Changing OSMP agricultural agreements with farmers and ranchers.
Modifying city regulations to allow burrow destruction from normal agricultural activities
on irrigable lands.
Modifying city lethal control regulations for irrigable lands.
Working with the State of Colorado on relocation policies and practices.

The full set of plan and policy changes, along with staff's evaluation of these methods, is
available in APPENDIX A: Description and Evaluation of Potential Actions. See page 44. 

13. Do you have any comments on whether these restoration actions would
best contribute to a balanced approach for reducing conflict between prairie
dogs and irrigated agriculture?

14. The city could address the high occupancy of prairie dogs on irrigable
lands by seeking plan and policy changes. Do you want to provide
feedback on potential plan and policy changes?  *

Yes

No

City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks 
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP Occupied by Prairie Dogs 
Engagement Window 2 Compendium of Community Input

Page 9



Assumptions for Decision-Making

15. How much do you agree or disagree that these plan and policy changes
would most effectively help reduce the conflict between irrigable agricultural
fields and prairie dogs?

Strongly Agree

Agree

Neutral

Disagree

Strongly disagree

16. Do you have any comments on whether these potential changes to plans
and policies would best contribute to a balanced approach for reducing
conflict between prairie dogs and irrigated agriculture?

17. Staff plans to develop a model to help guide the decision-making
process and it will include several assumptions. Would you like to provide
input on assumptions that may be included in this planned decision-
making model? *

Yes

No
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Assumptions that could guide the decision-making model
They are:

Some prairie dogs will be relocated.
It's infeasible to address large prairie dog populations on agricultural lands by current
non-lethal practices alone.
Some prairie dogs will be killed.
Barriers will be installed to prevent recolonization.
Soil and vegetative restoration will accompany removal.
Prairie dog populations will continue to grow in the absence of plague.
Management scenarios will be presented in terms of level of prairie dog removal based
on acres and the number of animals.

The full set of potential management actions and staff's evaluation of those actions is
available in APPENDIX A: Description and Evaluation of Potential Actions. See page 15.

18. How much do you agree or disagree that these assumptions would most
effectively reduce the conflict between irrigable agricultural fields and prairie
dogs?

Strongly Agree

Agree

Neutral

Disagree

Strongly disagree
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Any other comments?

Please tell us a little more about yourself.

19. Do you have any comments on whether these assumptions to guide
decision making would best contribute to a balanced approach for reducing
conflict between prairie dogs and irrigated agriculture?

20. Do you have any other comments?

21. Where do you live?  *

City of Boulder

Boulder County

Outside of Boulder County
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22. Which gender do you identify with?

Female

Male

I do not identify with either gender OR I do not identify with one gender
more than the other

23. Which race or ethnicity do you most identify with?

White

Hispanic or Latino

Asian

Black or African-American

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander

Two or more races

Other

Prefer not to say

24. Age Range?

Under 18

18-24

25-34

35-44

45-54

55-64

65+

City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks 
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP Occupied by Prairie Dogs 
Engagement Window 2 Compendium of Community Input

Page 13



Thank You!

Thank you for sharing your input with Open Space and Mountain Parks! Comments
received through Tuesday, Feb. 4, will be provided to the Open Space Board of
Trustees (OSBT) in advance of a study session on Wednesday, Feb. 12, when board
members will discuss staff’s potential strategies and actions.

Community members are welcome to provide comments to the OSBT during a public
comment period before the Wednesday, Feb. 12, study session. Staff will then use community
input and OSBT feedback to develop final strategies and actions, which the department
expects to present to the OSBT during a public hearing in March.  
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Questionnaire Responses | Draft Approach and Actions
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP 
Occupied by Prairie Dogs  
Part 2: Summary Information 

C o mpletio n Ra te: 56 .9 %

Complete 337

Partial 255

T o ta ls : 59 2

Response Counts

1. How much do you agree or disagree that this general approach would help reduce
the conflict between irrigable agricultural fields and prairie dogs?

25% Strongly Agree25% Strongly Agree

30% Agree30% Agree12% Neutral12% Neutral

12% Disagree12% Disagree

19% Strongly Disagree19% Strongly Disagree

3% No opinion3% No opinion
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Value  Percent Responses

Strong ly Ag ree 24.6% 96

Ag ree 30 .0 % 117

Neutral 12.1% 47

Disag ree 11.5% 45

Strong ly Disag ree 19.0 % 74

No opinion 2.8% 11

  T o ta ls : 39 0

2. OSMP has evaluated a series of actions to remove prairie dogs from irrigable
lands. T hese include non-lethal and lethal control actions. Would you like to provide
feedback on these actions?

Value  Percent Responses

Yes 89.5% 359

No 10 .5% 42

  T o ta ls : 40 1

3. How much do you agree or disagree that these non-lethal actions would most
effectively reduce the conflict between irrigable agricultural fields and prairie dogs?
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18% Strongly Agree18% Strongly Agree

20% Agree20% Agree

11% Neutral11% Neutral

23% Disagree23% Disagree

28% Strongly disagree28% Strongly disagree

Value  Percent Responses

Strong ly Ag ree 18.2% 61

Ag ree 19.6% 66

Neutral 10 .7% 36

Disag ree 23.2% 78

Strong ly disag ree 28.3% 95

  T o ta ls : 336

4. How much do you agree or disagree that these lethal actions would most
effectively reduce the conflict between irrigable agricultural fields and prairie dogs?
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40% Strongly agree40% Strongly agree

15% Agree15% Agree
4% Neutral4% Neutral

6% Disagree6% Disagree

37% Strongly disagree37% Strongly disagree

Value  Percent Responses

Strong ly ag ree 39.5% 134

Ag ree 14.5% 49

Neutral 3.5% 12

Disag ree 5.9% 20

Strong ly disag ree 36.6% 124

  T o ta ls : 339

5. OSMP has evaluated actions to exclude prairie dogs from irrigable lands. Would
you like to provide feedback on these actions?

Value  Percent Responses

Yes 80 .3% 30 6

No 19.7% 75

  T o ta ls : 38 1
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6. How much do you agree or disagree that these exclusion actions most effectively
help reduce the conflict between irrigable agricultural fields and prairie dogs?  

20% Strongly agree20% Strongly agree

28% Agree28% Agree

18% Neutral18% Neutral

19% Disagree19% Disagree

16% Strongly disagree16% Strongly disagree

Value  Percent Responses

Strong ly ag ree 19.6% 57

Ag ree 27.5% 80

Neutral 17.9% 52

Disag ree 19.2% 56

Strong ly disag ree 15.8% 46

  T o ta ls : 29 1

7. OSMP has evaluated actions to restore irrigable lands previously occupied by
prairie dogs. Would you like to provide feedback on these actions?

City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks 
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP Occupied by Prairie Dogs 
Engagement Window 2 Compendium of Community Input

Page 19



Value  Percent Responses

Yes 76.6% 282

No 23.4% 86

  T o ta ls : 36 8

8. How much do you agree or disagree that these restoration actions would most
effectively reduce the conflict between irrigable agricultural fields and prairie dogs?
 

35% Strongly agree35% Strongly agree

31% Agree31% Agree

14% Neutral14% Neutral

11% Disagree11% Disagree

10% Strongly disagree10% Strongly disagree

Value  Percent Responses

Strong ly ag ree 34.7% 92

Ag ree 30 .9% 82

Neutral 13.6% 36

Disag ree 10 .6% 28

Strong ly disag ree 10 .2% 27

  T o ta ls : 26 5
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9. T he city could address the high occupancy of prairie dogs on irrigable lands by
seeking plan and policy changes. Do you want to provide feedback on potential plan
and policy changes? 

Value  Percent Responses

Yes 82.2% 295

No 17.8% 64

  T o ta ls : 359

10. How much do you agree or disagree that these plan and policy changes would
most effectively help reduce the conflict between irrigable agricultural fields and
prairie dogs?

35% Strongly Agree35% Strongly Agree

25% Agree25% Agree

14% Neutral14% Neutral

13% Disagree13% Disagree

13% Strongly disagree13% Strongly disagree
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Value  Percent Responses

Strong ly Ag ree 35.4% 98

Ag ree 24.5% 68

Neutral 14.1% 39

Disag ree 12.6% 35

Strong ly disag ree 13.4% 37

  T o ta ls : 27 7

11. Staff plans to develop a model to help guide the decision-making process and it
will include several assumptions. Would you like to provide input on assumptions that
may be included in this planned decision-making model?

Value  Percent Responses

Yes 82.3% 288

No 17.7% 62

  T o ta ls : 350

12. How much do you agree or disagree that these assumptions would most
effectively reduce the conflict between irrigable agricultural fields and prairie dogs?
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28% Strongly Agree28% Strongly Agree

25% Agree25% Agree10% Neutral10% Neutral

15% Disagree15% Disagree

22% Strongly disagree22% Strongly disagree

Value  Percent Responses

Strong ly Ag ree 28.2% 78

Ag ree 25.3% 70

Neutral 10 .1% 28

Disag ree 14.8% 41

Strong ly disag ree 21.7% 60

  T o ta ls : 27 7

13. Where do you live? 
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42% City of Boulder42% City of Boulder

38% Boulder County38% Boulder County

20% Outside of Boulder County20% Outside of Boulder County

Value  Percent Responses

City of Boulder 41.5% 140

Boulder County 38.3% 129

Outside of Boulder County 20 .2% 68

  T o ta ls : 337

14. Which gender do you identify with? 
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64% Female64% Female

34% Male34% Male

2% I do not identify with either
gender OR I do not identify with
one gender more than the other

2% I do not identify with either
gender OR I do not identify with
one gender more than the other

Value  Percent Responses

Female 63.9% 20 9

Male 33.9% 111

I do not identify with either g ender OR I do not identify with one

g ender more than the other

2.1% 7

  T o ta ls : 327

15. Which race or ethnicity do you most identify with? 
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79% White79% White

2% Hispanic or Latino2% Hispanic or Latino

2% Asian2% Asian

4% Two or more races4% Two or more races

3% Other3% Other

12% Prefer not to say12% Prefer not to say

Value  Percent Responses

White 78.5% 256

Hispanic or Latino 1.5% 5

Asian 1.5% 5

T wo or more races 4.0 % 13

Other 2.5% 8

Prefer not to say 12.0 % 39

  T o ta ls : 326

16. Age Range? 
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0% Under 180% Under 18

3% 18-243% 18-24

9% 25-349% 25-34

13% 35-4413% 35-44

19% 45-5419% 45-54

27% 55-6427% 55-64

29% 65+29% 65+

Value Percent Responses

Under 18 0 .3% 1

18-24 3.4% 11

25-34 9.2% 30

35-44 12.6% 41

45-54 18.7% 61

55-64 26.7% 87

65+ 29.1% 95

T o ta ls : 326
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Questionnaire Responses| Draft Approach and Actions
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP 
Occupied by Prairie Dogs 
Part 3: Individual Responses

ResponseID Response

22 T here are too many of them for a healthy landscape, and for themselves.

24 T he city should be putting  the money spent on prairie  dog  mitig ation and pro-natalist

policies into volunteer human population reduction initiatives.

27 Policy needs to chang e to allow for the other 3 options. T he ecosystem does not work

to keep the populations in check and the land is being  damag ed to where it will not be

farmable and the top soil will blow away.

35 Why relocate? Just feed them to raptors and other animals for food. Prairie  dog

g estation is only 30  days. Use them as a food source for other animals.

42 Quit talking  and start doing !

43 Immediate removal/lethal before another breeding  cycle  beg ins.

48 You must consider chang ing  the land use in these areas. You must recog nize the

connection between ag ricultural and climate chang e. Over 60 % of wildlife  has been lost-

stop doing  the same thing  over and over. Offer wildlife  leases and take these irrig ated

lands out of the cycle!!

51 I ag ree with the log ic, but still have doubts that the General Approach is sustainable,

unless lessee's have decision making  power and autonomy to use whatever method's

necessary to keep land completely free of prairie  dog s.

54 T hey seem like apples and orang es ie  they are not mutually exclusive and some options

can be overlaid with others.

55 T here is no plan for long -term ag ricultural manag ement, example haying  too low or

over g razing  not only deg rades the land but promotes prairie  dog  expansion.

56 Keep the prairie  dog s alive

66 I disag ree that lethal methods to control PD populations should be an option.

2. Do you have any comments on this general approach?

City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks 
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP Occupied by Prairie Dogs 
Engagement Window 2 Compendium of Community Input

Page 28



67 I sug g est approaching  population manag ement with the objective of restoring  ecolog ical

health and function rather than just facilitating  ag ricultural use.

68 Leave the dog s alone. T hey are g reat food for wildlife .

69 have no idea what your g eneral approach is even thoug h you have a bolded title  saying ,

"General Approach".

70 I am in favor of eliminating  the rodents from the environment.

72 I'm OK with killing  them.

73 Restoration is the best g eneral approach

74 Please do restoration. T hat last question was dumb because I only ag ree with some of

the "g eneral approach," because the "g eneral approach" has mutually exclusive aspects.

75 Prairie  dog s have destroyed so many areas and should be removed as described

above.

77 Removal should be done with lethal methods.

79 Remove.

80 If we want ag riculture on open space, and of course we do, rig ht?, then we need to g ive

those farmers immediate successful help so they can do their jobs.

86 T his is a very g eneral approach - not sure what there is to ag ree or disag ree on.

87 Let them be. You even frame the question with a bias. You say "the conflict

between..ag riculturaland prairie  dog s." Irrig able lands is a concept prairie  dog s aren't in

conflict with that. T he conflict is that your policy is favoring  humans and destroying  nature

and ecosystems.

90 Elimination is necessary and relocating  seems like a waste of time and money. Diseases

spread by these animals are sig nificant enoug h to illicit action to kill them, not relocate.

91 T here are way too many prairie  RODENT S dog s around Boulder. T hey are ruining

perfectly g ood land creating  economic losses and eye sores. Most should be eliminated

as in expensively as possible.

92 I ag ree with three elements of the plan. I DO NOT  support restoration.

94 T he City should not be reluctant to remove/exterminate prairie  dog s from places where

they are not appropriate due to other manag ement priorities.

110 I don't ag ree with any lethal removal of prairie  dog s. T hey are an important part of the

ecosystem and we need to find ways to keep them around.

ResponseID Response
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111 Please keep lethal measures as an option. T here will be those who strong ly disag ree

with any lethal actions, but they are in the loud minority. Realistically, practically, and

economically, lethal needs to be an option.

112 NO lethal removal!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! Prairie  dog s have earned the rig ht to be

here far more than humans have!!!!!

113 I think lethal control should be considered as long  as it is non-polluting .

117 Don't kill them! Relocate them.

119 leave the p-dog s alone. they provide food for predators. On open space lands, farmers

are a low priority.

121 Nobody seems to have considered chang ing  plans and policies to allow more of the

farmland to be left as reg ular open space and let the prairie  dog s keep living  there.

122 My only comment is to try to minimize the taxpayer cost of non-lethal methods. I'm fine

with humane lethal methods. We are in a climate crisis and need to make the most of

carbon sequestration efforts.

124 I am afraid that the reproduction rate of prairie  dog s is so hig h that removal won't work,

and most exclusion won't work.

128 As Prairie  dog s are part of the food chain of big g er species of animals that exist in the

Open Space it would be helpful to note where hig h concentrations of eag les, hawks,

foxes, coyotes, snakes are located so as not to endang er their ability to thrive on the OS

land.

130 T hey are am important part of wild life , and environment. You poison and kill one spices

and you kill everything  else. I always enjoy watching  them communicate to each other.

Human should learn from them.

131 T his comment will be deleted. I am just testing  the interface--Mark Gershman

133 I most strong ly feel the expense to physically relocate all prairie  dog s to distant

g rasslands is well worthwhile.

135 prairie  dog s should not be killed on these lands. T he ranchers should be removed, not

our native wildlife . T hese prairies need wildlife , not destruction for the profit of a few

ranchers.

136 Prairie  dog s need to be allowed on all ag ricultural and OSMP lands. T hey are a

keystone species for our local ecosystems and are far more important than a few more

cattle .

139 Please work on relocation of the prairie  dog s instead of extermination
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140 Wildlife  should come first.

143 T he public should NOT  be using  rapidly dwindling  water sources and prairie  land to help

a few ranchers profit and ship their products out of state.

147 T he land that is occupied by prairie  dog s should be protected and not used for

ag riculture at all.

149 We have nearly taken it all; all of the ecosystem the prairie  dog s have evolved in. It is

shameful to see how they are continuously vilified and exterminated. When will humans

wake up and realize that they ARE part of nature and should be the g uardians of our

fellow creatures?

151 Prairie  dog s are down to less than 1% of their population they deserve land to live.

T hese animals are important to our ecosystem and we need to protect them

152 T he approach should be written with the prairie  dog s as priority.

154 I firmly believe that restoration should be the sole  option.

155 T he existence of prime ag ricultural land in Boulder County will improve climate

resiliency. Prairie  dog s are spreading  into these areas, and I am aware that recovering

land after the fact is difficult and expensive.

158 Prairie  dog s occupy less than 1% of the land that they once occupied. T hey are a

keystone species and my family and I oppose any further eradication of this animal.

160 It's very vag uely written and I don't think prairie  dog s would benefit in the long  run.

161 I'm distraug ht the OSMP is considering  this. T hey have suffered enoug h, but if you must

remove them do NOT  use lethal options like poison which will affect our birds of prey,

coyotes, and other predators. It will trickle  down the ecosystem & the consequences will

be catastrophic.

163 T here is NOT  a "hig h abundance" nor "larg e populations" of prairie  dog s anywhere. I am

strong ly ag ainst killing  this important, native species simply for ranchers. I do not want

my public land filled with livestock, and I certainly don't want my wildlife  killed because of

it.

165 I think you should let the prairie  live and g et the cattle  off our public lands!

169 Prairie  dog s should be protected and not killed. T here are less than 1 percent of them

remaining  on their historic territories. T hey are an important and vital part of the

community

171 Please always use non lethal methods and a prairie  dog  sanctuary needs to be set aside

with the land restored
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172 As a resident of Boulder, I vote only to restore the prairie  to the way humans found it. As

it is an Open Space Mountain Park, there is little  reason to lease the Open Space to

ranchers. Removing  or killing  prairie  dog s would destroy the point of the Open Space.

176 We need to stop seeing  humans & their g reed as the apex point in every situation.

178 Anything  that will protect our prairie  dog s will be worthwhile.

180 T here are very few areas left where prairie  dog s can live. Public lands should not be

leased to ranchers for their own personal g ain. Prairie  dog s and other natural wildlife

should have free and safe access to these open spaces.

182 No lethal option. Plus you have serious water issues and irrig ation should not be an

option. Prairie  dog s would help bring  the prairie  to a naturalized state.

183 I believe that this g eneral approach will only further disturb prairie  dog  colonies.

185 Lethal means should NOT  be considered under any circumstances. Killing  these innocent

creatures is a deplorable & unethical consideration.

186 Leave them alone, they make g rate raptor food

187 Prairie  dog s are cute but food production is more important and we have lots of land

that is a more appropriate habitat than ag  land.

188 Prairie  dog s are an important part of the ecosystem and should be left unmolested.

T hey have been removed from the vast majority of their historic rang e and should be

allowed to recover into previous territories.

189 When the prairie  dog  population has dwindled to 1% of what it has historically been, we

humans have obviously taken enoug h of their land and environment away from them.

Lethal measures of manag ing  native species on public land is absolutely abhorrent.

191 Stop this madness of killing  a Keystone species!

193 Prairie  dog s are down to 1% of their historic population. T heir lives are far more

important than ag riculture. Open space should be for wildlife  when we're witnessing  the

current mass extinction.

195 Using  lethal methods for removal of a native specie  has a neg ative impact on the other

species, domestic animals and leaves poisons in the g round. T here are humane removal

methods where the prairie  dog s could be caug ht, relocated and this is by far safer for all.

196 Yes, I think it's wrong  to kill the prairie  dog s and think the land they inhabit should be

protected and restored.

20 1 Leave the prairie  dog s to live in their natural environment!!!!!!!!!
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20 2 I ag ree to this plan in so much as the only option is relocation and not lethal means.

Prairie  dog s are a keystone species and should not be killed just to satisfy development,

or wrong -headed notions about their importance to a wide variety of other species that

depend on them.

20 6 T his question is incredibly difficult to understand. However, I strong ly disag ree with any

lethal methods.

20 8 Prairie  dog  seem to be he most natural use of OS, and I value g razing  lands over

irrig ated ag riculture as a more suitable ag ricultural practice for this reg ion. Bison

g razing ? But at the same time do have some sympathy for the cultural heritag e of

irrig ated ag riculature.

223 T hey are costing  private land owners money where uncontrolled populations have to be

defended in order not to private land owners property value. At what point is the city

financially responsible  for this cost?

229 Please leave the prairie  dog s ALONE. It is T HEIR land, they are hig hly intellig ent

creatures that live as a community and have a hig hly developed lang uag e. Not only this,

you would be putting  birds of prey and other predators at risk by continuing  to destroy

their food.

230 Wildlife  have a rig ht to be on public lands, not livestock or ranchers.

233 Bear in mind that there are many other counties that have relocated these prairie  dog s.

T hey are not a vanishing  species and are not precious.

237 Prairie  dog s are a native species and when removed from the eco system that depends

on them creates extreme risk for the system to fail.

238 Stop looking  for excuses to murder innocent prairie  dog s. T hey have as much -- if not

MORE -- rig ht to exist at the humans who want to murder them.

239 I couldn't open the draft documents on either Chrome or Safari so I can't respond to

specifics but I am all for elimination-lethal or otherwise-of as many prairie  dog s as

possible! T heir destruction of valuable land is appalling  and they are a dang erous

nuisance along  bike paths.

240 I am happy that OSMP is considering  ag ricultural lands and our food production to be a

hig h priority.

242 leave the animals alone g et ranchers, and farmers off public land and if you have them

on your land work around them...Let natural predators do the job ST OP killing  natural

predators...HUMANS are the problem not animals...

246 Yes. Allow us to shoot prairie  dog s.
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247 You are pussy footing  around the major issues of lethal control and the need to chang e

the ordinances. You hide them in the weeds of barriers and relocation which do not

work. Restoration is useless unless you entirely remove PD's from site, and lethal is

essential for that.

252 You are NOT  considering  the neg ative impacts on neig hbors by your methods. Your

methods are NOT  working ! You are impacting  neig hbors next to city land and you are

allowing  prairie  dog s to De-nude the landscape and devalue our land! You must

consider lethal control!

259 I think the city should put the hig hest priority on lethal control, because removal is

expensive and exclusion does not work.

261 Only that the prairie  dog  population is totally out of control and needs to be controlled,

definitely requiring  lethal manag ement as the most effective way.

265 All of the above needs to happen.

266 T he prairie  dog s are a keystone species that are vital to our ecosystem and should be

g iven priority over human activities.

267 I would love to see the city not infiltrate land that belong s to individuals living  in the wild.

Further colonizing  their space is unethical to every deg ree.

269 T hese misnamed rodents are a problem. Natural predators are not enoug h to control

their destruction to our open space lands...If the use of poisons is deemed too much try a

semi-annual bow hunt...then the raptor could enjoy the spoils.

271 I have heard that the city uses carbon DIoxide as a killing  ag ent. I hope the notice meant

carbon MONoxide. If human physiolog y is any g uide, the former creates ag itation and

panic before suffocation and so is not humane, whereas the latter does not

275 ONLY consider relocation and exclusion

276 T his is no different than the costly policy that has been followed for decades.

279 It simply makes sense to us lethal control of a non-endang ered species that is a nuisance

pest on ag ricultural land.

280 I don't think the prairie  dog s should be harmed...perhaps moved but not harmed.

281 It's time to have an ag g ressive approach to the problem.

282 Do prairie  dog s survive relocation?
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285 I sug g est that the City issue a bounty on prairie  dog s. Poison them, shoot them, trap

them, catch them as you can, then bring  the little  varmints in for a $10  reward, which will

be much less expensive and fussy than anything  else that our local "g overnment" can

come up with.

289 Control development and neuter and castrate as a potential way to control the

population.

290 Destroy them and restore the land

295 Prairie  dog s are a keystone species and should not be killed under any circumstance.

Economic values should not trump Environmental and ethical values.

298 i ag ree that a one-size-fits-all approach isn't feasible.

299 No lethal control. Restore lands? Removing  subsidized, unsustainable ag riculture to

enable natural ecosystems would be restoration. Lake Isabelle  and Lefthand Reservoir in

the hig h country are bone dry sand pits to support crops mostly for cows or wealthy

peoples' horses.

30 0 Irrig ated Ag  lands can't be considered in isolation to other OSMP manag ed lands and

adjacent muni. lands that once were rural. As rural areas are developed, we do not have

a buffer zone to OSMP lands(IRRIGAT ED or NOT ) and retaining  native ecosysts. and

species becomes a BIG issue

30 3 Prairie  Dog s are a keystone species that should be encourag ed in any suitable Open

Space.

30 4 T he prairie  dog s are unfortunately pests and compassionate as possible  euthanasia

makes sense.

30 5 I question whether this will be enoug h, g iven the decimation of farmlands. But I support

the approach, with a clear timeline to re-evaluate whether this combination controls the

population of the prairie  dog s sufficiently to protect farmlands

30 9 It sounds like prioritizing  non-lethal approach is the primary course of action, which I

ag ree with, but it is clear more needs to be done to support the ag riculture section of

our land manag ement plan where there is conflict with prairie  dog s.

310 Consider the impacts of OSMP's manag ement policies on neig hbors of OSMP -- not just

on OSMP lands -- and mitig ate PD's when necessary!

314 T here are just too many prairie  dog s on the irrig ated areas under Boulder control.

316 Missing  from all these plans is how to control the predator population (especially

coyotes) when the prairie  dog s are removed. T hey may chang e their food source to

chickens, pets, and lambs.
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317 How much removal will be done?

318 I do not ag ree with any policy that harms these creatures. Mixing  the lethal and non-

lethal approach in one question is misleading . Relocating  these creatures to a preserve

is preferred IF the "irrig able" actions are critical (Insufficient information about "irrig able"

needs).

322 Lethal control should not be considered

324 it doesn't seem enoug h resources are focused on humane and non-lethal alternatives

327 How are the prairie  dog s monitored for flees that can transmit diseases to humans that

walk on paths near prairie  dog s or their burrows. I think it dang erous to humans to not

monitor fleas and treat fleas from prairie  dog s until a human contracts a disease from the

fleas.

328 Yes: the prairie  dog s may be detrimental, but if so, they pale  in comparison to the threat

of encroaching  fracking . Resisting  oil and g as should be our first priority.

331 Prairie  dog s are a keystone species that offer food to such native predators as owls,

coyotes, eag les ... T heir dens provide shelter for native snakes, rabbits and others. In

Australia, during  the fires, burrowing  animal dens became havens for many fleeing

animals.

332 Removal has to be lethal, or the problem will persist. Restoration should only happen

after removal is complete.

333 We are dancing  around the issue. Prairie  dog s are not allowed on irrig able ag ricultural

land. T he first two bullet points are spot on. Why then are we developing  actions and

recommendations to support having  them? T hey need to be controlled where they

don't belong .

335 Leave the prairie  dog s, they were here first!

337 How about strong er reg ulations for developers who keep invading  lands occupied by

wildlife , not only prairie  dog s but other species? Now you are in a bind and it is time to

find a way to eliminate these" pests".

341 Just addressing  Irrig . fields misses big g er Pic; doesn't hit core of conflict. Overall, g rave

concern of severe loss of pr. dog  habitat due to urban dev.,as Ex. adjacent 960 ac

bordered by 75th, Airport Rd, Nelson Rd, Plateau Rd, heavily developed.Acreag e same

as OS rev. plan p.3

343 Policy chang e to allow lethal control first, without special permits. T hen removal. T hen

restoration, and if you need barriers construct them on the OSMP protected g rasslands

to keep the prairie  dog s there and prevent them from moving  back to irr. Ag  as much as

possible.
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345 Our existing  plans provide for lethal control of prairie  dog s on ag ricultural lands, hence

we don't really need plan chang es, only clearing  up our policy to be consistent with our

plan.

346 I oppose any type of lethal control measures ag ainst prairie  dog s.

347 I oppose the lethal options

349 I oppose any lethal means to remove prairie  dog s.

352 I oppose lethal control options.

353 Lethal options are unacceptable.

354 I strong ly oppose any kind of lethal action taken ag ainst prairie  dog s. Prairie  dog s should

only be humanely relocated.

355 I oppose any type of lethal control to manag e prairie  dog  populations

356 Strong ly ag ree with making  ordinance chang es that allow removal using  humane lethal

control & burrow destruction policy chang e followed by restoration. Only actions that will

make difference. Costly barriers have minimal impact. Relocation not working  now & that

will not improve

359 We need to allow ag ricultural users of OSMP land to use lethal control of prairie  dog s -

we can't expect farmers and ranchers to be stewards of ag  lands without being  able to

keep prairie  dog s off ag ricultural lands.

360 I do not ag ree with any option that includes lethal action. I am supportive of relocation.

363 Strong  action must be taken to g et a handle on the overpopulation and damag e from the

non-existent prior land policy.

365 i love prairie  dog s; g et rid of so many people and you wont have a problem; but keep

the dog s; they are part of the environment; people only destroy it

366 Land manag ement - what research exists on methods of land manag ement that will

discourag e prairie  dog s moving  back in to land. T his mig ht include intensive/mob

g razing , planting  hedg erows, plowing  perimeters....

367 I have walked my dog s in the open space daily for over five years and have witnessed

incredible  destruction and exploding  populations of prairie  dog s. T hese rodents carry

disease and are a dang er to my dog s and to me as their burrows are now over the

walking  paths.

368 While  I am g lad to see you are leaving  open a variety of options, I disapprove of lethal

control. Prairie  dog s are a keystone species, and play an integ ral role  in what makes this

area so special.
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369 T his should also include the non-irrig ated land!

371 Major Policy chang e to allow OSMP to use lethal control followed by restoration will

have big g est impact. No six steps, no permits. OSMP should be able to use lethal control

without involved processes to fulfill charter & OSMP master plan.

373 I do not ag ree with killing  the prairie  dog s. T he reason why they r there is because that's

T HEIR HOME. Humans have ruined evrything  for animals by taking  away their home by

building  on their home. You humans oug hta be ashamed for not caring  abt the animals

and wanting  to kill th

374 Do not ag ree with lethal control.

378 It is important that action be taken quickly. T he long er the City of boulder takes to

address the PD problem, the more PDog s there will be to deal with. New babies will be

born in the Spring .

380 Lethal means are the most humane and effective approach.

381 It needs to be expedited immediately to avoid more dog s included in the lethal process

as the pupping  season is upon us.

385 As we all know, PDs are out of balance and ruining  our open space. As a horse boarder

at Boulder Valley Ranch for almost 7 years, the devastation caused by these rodents is

unbelievable.

386 there are so many, esp in some areas around us near boulder valley ranch, seems

difficult and $$ to relocate. I'm fine with at least partial lethal means.

388 In addition to approving  the policies necessary to rehabilitate irrig able OSMP lands, it's

also important to approve funding  for the policies.

389 Removal needs to include lethal control on all irrig ated pastures. Plan and policy chang e

needs to include lethal control by rig ht in order to meet the objectives of the Ag ricultural

Plan and the Boulder City Charter purposes. Barriers not g reat. Restoration after

removal.

392 T he devastation at Boulder Valley Ranch has been catastrophic. I have witnessed it first

hand because I have been g oing  there just about every day for 25 years. Unfortunately

the ideal solution is the plag ue which will spread fast because the overpopulation is so

extreme.

394 Whatever method is used, it should address the exponential population g rowth of

Pdog s.

396 We must be stewards of the land!

397 I strong ly ag ree with with the g eneral approach.
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398 Like the mixture of thing s.

40 0 Lethal control options are essential. T here are far too many prairie  dog s for the

available  land. Removal has not been successful. Lovely prairie  has in places been

decimated and farmers shouldn't have to put up with holes and burrows and destruction

by prairie  dog s.

40 1 T he City of Boulder has permitted their 3517 Nebo Road OSMP lands to become

denuded of veg etation resulting  in major erosion during  windstorms similar to the

1930 's Dust Bowl and has increased the risk of losing  valuable livestock due to OSMP

lands hosting  prairie  dog  colonies.

40 2 Lethal control will be required to deal with population explosions on irrig ated ag ricultural

properties. We need to g et rid of restrictions on normal ag ricultural practices on

ag ricultural leases when they will destroy burrows. We need to be better neig hbors.

40 6 Lethal control seems unwarranted here. Since this is Boulder open space, another open

space area needs to be opened for them. Boulder, and Boulder County, can certainly

afford to release more open space for relocated prairie  dog s.

414 I am pro lethal removal in addition to relocations. T he prairie  dog s have decertified our

lands to dang erous points. We need to be system thinkers here. Currently, there is not a

scalable way to remove them aside from lethal actions.

417 In reg ards to "larg e populations": what is the optimal population size and habitat

required for balance of natural and Ag  systems? T here are natural fluctuations (cycles) of

g rowth and decline. I am assuming  they are referenced for long -term policy and cost-

effective solutions.

418 this approach looks like it is watering  down removal in favor of long  term dithering .

421 I believe that due to the severity of land deg radation by PDs, that a multi-faceted

approach is necessary. No tool oug ht to be left out of our toolbox. Listen to the farmers,

listen to the land...we need healthy ecosystems and healthy ag riculture.

422 I feel that the prairie  dog s should be removed by quickly killing  them in a humane

manner and not trapping  and stressing  them. Also please do not load the land with Delta

Dust. T his results in unintended consequences for bees and the ecosystem recovery.

424 as opposed to what? and is this really something  you have to ask us? I don't quite

understand the question perhaps.

425 It is very sad to me that CBOP would ig nore the damag es to our open space lands, that

has been continuing  to g et worse over years now, and now that its become a crisis due

to ag ricultural leases abondended and lands needing  expensive and leng thy restoration

426 If the prairie  dog s aren't removed from adjacent non-irrig able lands, any effort to

remove them from just irrig able lands will be a waste of time and money.
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428 Conflicts arise because current policy will not allow lethal control of prairie  dog s which

have taken over open space. It's the fastest and most effective way to beg in to restore

decimated ag  land, and needs to be used in combination with restoration and exclusion.

431 Is there evidence that this approach has worked in other areas?

434 Lethal should be taken off the table. Prairie  Dog s are hig hly intellig ent creatures and

should be respected

435 I don't feel I understand the rang e of approaches nor when they'd be implimented.

436 plz don't use lethal methods on irrig able lands that include chemicals and don't cruelly

drown the dog s! PLz try to remember that they do feel pain.

439 When this was farm land the farmers took care of the problem. When Open Space

boug ht it that is when this became a problem.

446 We have invaded their home area, not the other way around

448 Do not relocate the prairie  dog s, that's just making  them someone else's problem. Be

responsible  and use lethal methods.

450 Non of these options controls the population or the diseases they carry

461 Not really sure what you're asking . Do you mean to ask if I ag ree or not that those 4

bullet points cover the entire rang e of possible  approaches? If so then this seems to not

really run the g amut of viable  options.

462 Non-lethal options should always be a top priority.

465 I ag ree with removal, restoration and policy chang e. After living  with Prairie  dog s for 20

years I will confirm that there is no way to exclude them.

467 Please avoid lethal options

468 T he prairie  dog s are a nuisance and are problematic all places and should not be

RELOCAT ED. T hat only make them someone else's problem.

472 Im ag ainst killing  them, prefer letting  them live where they are without further human

interruption

477 let dog s chase them and hunters shoot and eat them. Why cordon off and protect

populations that need to be reduced.

479 Restoration: T his categ ory includes actions to restore lands that were occupied by a hig h

abundance of prairie  dog s. is the only way

480 Understand that people want to find ways to deal with prairie  dog s
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481 Prairie  dog s are an important native species to Colorado. I am strong ly opposed to any

lethal control options whatsoever. I do not want ag riculture taking  over this land.

483 1) Prairie  dog s are not an invasive species. 2) Animal ag riculture is destroying  the planet.

484 T o try to come to an ag reement to save all the prarrie  dog s and other wild life  to

humanely come to ag rrement

485 First rename the Prairie  Dog s to what they are, Prairie  Rodents (Rats). T hey carry

disease and are distructive. We need to save our lands and euthanize this over

population. Don't relocate and cause harm to other lands. Deal with the problem!

486 Why not euthanize them ? T here are SO many of them and if they are interfering  with

farming  , then it's time to decrease their population . I live in Long mont and to me they

are rodents that are a nuisance. I would like to see the population of them decreased.

487 It categ ories ideas for reducing  the neg ative impact of over populations of PD's. Helps

org anize thoug hts on this complicated issue

490 T he prarie  dog s need to be a priority, not the interests of ranchers who would sooner

have all wildlife  eradicated by any means. Prairie  dog s are a keystone species that help

the ecosystem at larg e. T heir health and welfare need to come before the interests of

ranchers.

492 T he options are unclear to me. Is the Restoration part g oing  to "restore" the lands

allowing  the prairie  dog s to live? Prairie  Dog s are native keystone species and we are

threaten them as invasive or as a pest. I do not see any of the options planning  for the

best future of them.

493 Praire Dog s belong  in the eco-system. Cattle  and humans are invasive species.

494 Killing  does not work. Furthermore, prairie  dog s play a vital role  in the ecosystems they

inhabit. T heir removal can and likely will result in serious problems, including  for

ranchers. We need to learn to coexist, not dominate and remove.

495 Apparently the current plan is not working  as land is being  overrun with prairie  dog s

498 Stop utilizing  this area for g razing . It is intended for prairie  dog s.

50 0 Prairie  dog s are vital to our ecosystem. T hey are a food source for wildlife- coyotes,

foxes and predatory birds. T hey also provide irrig ation in our dry soil that helps keep

our soil healthy and sequester carbon (to reduce climate chang e).

50 3 Leave prairie  dog s alone. T hey are self-reg ulating , ranchers and development are the

problem.
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510 Prairie  dog s are vital to our ecosystem. T hey are a food source for wildlife- coyotes,

foxes and predatory birds. (need to take into account with relocation if unintended harm

will come to the other wildlife  who rely on prairie  dog s as a food source)

512 You should try to bring  in red tail hawks or natural predators. Maybe not rattlesnakes..

517 It's alrig ht but reintroducing  the Black Footed Ferret would probably help more.

519 Move them to the their property who cares about the Dog s the most.

520 T he Public should be made fully aware that that Prairie  Dog s are not part of the Canine

Family but that they are in fact in the Rodent Family. T hey are not little  dog s, they are in

fact equivalent to mice and rats. T heir cute little  bark does not make them dog s or

puppies.

521 As long  as OSMP puts equal or primary value on ag  over natural habitats and native

wildlife , there will always be conflicts and pressure to kill prairie  dog s. Open space

should be for the promotion and preservation of native species.

522 At a minimum remove them to a safer, less 'destructive' habitat non-lethally. Ideally,

thoug h, just let them be. If people want to eradicate species on their private property, so

be it, but not with reg ard to OSMP.

523 T he g eneral approach still includes lethal means and so there is nothing  in any of your

options that do not include killing  the animals for welfare Ranchers.

524 Non-lethal methods only. Prairie  dog s are keystone species - VIT AL to ecosystems. If

Colorado claims to be an outdoor friendly state (I am from California) then the state

needs to treat wildlife  with respect - especially keystone species.

525 I don't ag ree with lethal control options whatsoever.

526 How trag ic and disappointing . I thoug ht we lived in one of the few areas of the country

that valued other species that we share this land with. How selfish and inhumane to

consider "removing  them in whatever way, for our own interests. We are just as

destructive as everyone else.

529 Of course the methods above will reduce the conflit! I am just not for the killing  of the

little  ones. Relocate them.

530 You need more natural predators to keep the population under control. Foxes, badg ers,

wolves. T hey are on the earth for a reason. Everything  was desig ned to live in a delicate

balance. Humans have tried to manag e that, and it's come back to bite  us.

531 Prairie  dog s are a native species. T hey are also a keystone species. Decreasing  their

population will affect birds of prey, foxes, ferrets, coyotes, etc. T here needs to be a

better solution, rather than g etting  rid of them.
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534 Staff is better able  to work out details as long  as they remove the animals quickly &

before breeding  beg ins if possible. Boulder is too small an area for larg e amounts of

these animals. Monitoring  & mitig ating  will be an on-g oing  effort for decades.

535 Ag riculture is more important than the prairie  dog s.

537 No relocations to places that have native g rass, please. T his action just damag es land

where relocation takes place, leading  to soil erosion and other effects of ecosystem

deg radation.

540 I am strong ly ag ainst killing  prairie  dog s. T hey are a native keystone species and their

numbers are in decline. T he prairie  dog  working  g roup has worked hard to come up

with non-lethal solutions and they should be followed. Please don't disrespect their hard

work and effort.

541 LEAVE T HE PRAIRIE DOGS T HE FUCK ALONE!!

542 Boulder's landscape as it is now is not the same as how it was years ag o. While  prairie

dog s are a part of natural landscape, there used to be more predators, which were a

critical part of maintaining  the ecosystem's balance. T he landscape has adapted, and so

should manag ement.

544 I am not enthusiastic about the g eneral approach because ... 1) it includes lethal control,

which I find unacceptable. 2) I think it places an excessively hig h priority on maintaining

ag riculture (esp. ranching ) in public open space near Boulder.

545 It should be ag ainst the law to relocate live prairie  dog s! You should have to live

among st them or have them in your yards! T hey are destructive to the ag riculture land,

and it reduces my income by having  less g rass to raise cattle , horses and other animals

people love to have!

546 It resolves the conflict in favor of ag ricultural lands. Why not resolve the conflict more

often in favor of the prairie  dog s?

550 Prairie  dog s are native to the area. Why aren't we doing  more to support them? I don't

think we need more ag riculture.

554 I feel like your questionnaire is g eared towards taking  lethal action. Of course the conflict

will be resolved if you g et rid of the prairie  dog s in favor of ag riculture. But yet ag ain

man always wins over nature. How about choosing  wildlife  over man for once.

558 Lethal control should not be used unless exclusion can be g uaranteed in the future.

560 No direct comments. I support any plan that preserves the prarie  dog  communities.

563 Lethal control options are cruel and unnecessary. T he prairie  dog s have a rig ht to live

where they want.
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565 Does not consider larg er picture of adjoining  adjacent lands. If the land is isolated should

consider just taking  it out of circulation of leasing  as you have done with some other land.

Prairie  dog  lands have sig nificantly decreased since I have come to Boulder in the 1980 s

566 T here should be no option for lethal control of this key stone species

567 I only support non lethal means. If we can't set an example of co-existence with our

native wildlife  in Boulder on our open space, then where can it be done?

568 it seems to me that natural predators are also lacking  for the dog s. this oug ht to be the

part of the solution.

570 A varied approach seems appropriate. What I don't want to see is lethal methods used in

any way. Ong oing  land development projects should not continue unchecked at the

expense of our wild life  either.

571 Potential plan and policy chang es is too vag ue. Does that mean chang es to use more

lethal options? Or chang es to the desig nation of the land?

572 I oppose any lethal control of prairie  dog s. And I strong ly support restoring  prairie  dog s

to as much of their orig inal habitat as possible.

574 Any plan that calls for lethal control of a declining  keystone species, especially in the

extremely larg e numbers stated (1K to 29K) is never an acceptable plan. Especially in

Boulder, this becomes a very slippery slope allowing  for easy jumps to lethal control!

576 I can write  a whole sheet, but bottom line is stop killing  our keystone species. T hese

animals don't have the plag ue and they only reproduce once a year with 3 pups. Don't

let the farmers run this. Prairie  dog s have coexisted with buffalo, horses and other

wildlife .

579 Prefer lethal option as absolute last choice.

580 Ag ainst lethal option

583 I think we have spent WAY too much time & money relocating  prairie  dog s, and it's time

to humanely use lethal ways of reducing  the numbers.

585 I simply do not understand why prairie  dog s cannot be left alone to peacefully live their

lives, as well as provide food for creatures of prey. I deeply love prairie  dog s, and daily

use trails where I can be around them. I strong ly oppose lethal methods of control.

587 I favor limited use of lethal control measures. We need to make ag ricultural open space

g enuinely usable for leaseholders. Without availability of lethal control measures for

serious problems, the value of this land for ag ricultural use is compromised.
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588 Prairie  dog s are a native species. Exclusion seems like the only possibility I could see

working  but all this nonsense about them "invading " is hypocritical. It is we the humans

who have invaded.

589 Non- lethal options ONLY. Why are we irrig ating  OSMP land? What about the birds of

prey?

590 Irrig ation? Are you kidding  me? We live in a semi-arid environment. T his is ridiculous! I

already pay an exorbitant amount for my monthly water and I hardly use any!!!

591 the alternative approaches in addition to the above and approaches that include

ag riculture practice and climate chang e would provide more long  term solutions and real

answers. just manag ing  the prairie  dog s to g et them off the lands now seems short

sig hted.

ResponseID Response

City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks 
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP Occupied by Prairie Dogs 
Engagement Window 2 Compendium of Community Input

Page 45



ResponseID Response

24 What exactly are the welfare farmers g rowing  on this land? Does it contribute to the

health of the human community, or is it just more feed for the earth killing  cattle  industry?

It's so much more complex that you're letting  on.

27 T here are too many prairie  dog s to control them with non-lethal methods. At first

remove as many as possible  and then g o to lethal control.

35 It is a waste of resources and man-hours to trap and relocate prairie  dog s that have a

30 -day g estation.

41 Prioritize non lethal

42 Start killing  them, all you are doing  when relocating  is speading  the problem out and

destroying  more land! Quit kicking  the can down the road! Get to work!

43 Lethal control immediately before another breeding  cycle, what a waste of time and $ to

capture and relocate. Only a limited numbers of colonies/rodents should be allowed and

only on contig uous lands, and lands that do not affect private land owners that border

OSMP land.

48 If you refuse to make REAL chang e in land use then yes, you must continue to use non-

lethal prairie  dog  manag ement techniques.

51 Won't be 10 0 % effective or sustainable, so overall it doesn't work.

54 Seem very time intensive

67 T his doesn't improve the condition of overpopulation and is expensive, time consuming ,

and moves the problem elsewhere.

69 Great for the man bun crowd

70 I don't ag ree with relocation. I am in favor of lethal removal; not trapping  and relocation. I

favor exterminating  them.

73 Prairie  dog s should not be relocated from native habitats to preserve g rassland sanctity

75 It is hard for me to know how difficult, expensive and truly effective non lethal removal

would be. T he prairie  dog s have destroyed so many areas and should be removed

ASAP.

76 With prairie  dog s not thriving  in the southern g rasslands, perhaps relocating  to this area

would be the best alternative. Otherwise passive relocation is preferred over

contraceptives.

5. Do you have any comments on whether these non-lethal actions would best
contribute to a balanced approach for reducing conflict between prairie dogs and
irrigated agriculture?
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77 T rapping  and reolcating  prairie  dog s is a waste of money. T he prairie  dog s move and

no one wants them in their neig hborhood. T he prairie  dog s just come back, so it's waste

of time, energ y, and money.

80 If non-lethal methods worked, you wouldn't have the prairie  dog  problems you have

now.

86 T hey never have worked - non-lethal is a way of not dealing  with the issue.

87 you should pursue non lethal method of leaving  them alone! T he conflict that exists is

between your made up policy and nature. Shift your priority. T here are natural analog s

with hig h density populations so what you are seeing  via population densities isn't

abnormal.

91 Don't waste money on non lethal methods that are expensive and ineffective.

92 Non lethal methods are outrag eously expensive and do not solve the problem. You're

making  the infestation someone else's problem.

94 While  non-lethal methods are preferable, there are not enoug h locations to receive

prairie  dog s and trapping  and relocating  is very expensive and not always successful..

97 T he non-lethal approaches sound g ood, but they are very expensive, result in PD

mortality, and do not seem effective.

10 5 I've heard that relocating  prairie  dog s doesn't always work.

110 If you have to remove them, passive relocation is the best option.

114 I'm just not convinced these methods will work, and they don't seem cost-effective.

123 Introduction o]f black-footed ferrets should be tried on a trial basis to determine if it

could be a viable long -term solution

124 I'd suspect that you'd be spending  many tens or hundreds of dollars per prairie  dog  on

this sort of action

130 I do not know why you must remove them, but if you must, relocate them safely or

"passive relocation" only.

133 Passive relocation only sends prairie  dog s to similar areas within city limits that will

become overcrowded. I feel they all need to be trapped and transported to distant

g rasslands. T his is well worth the taxpayer expense.

135 I think you should let them live in these areas but if you have to do something  you should

relocate onto public land where your rhetoric continually says that you envision Black

Footed Ferrets in Boulder. Of course you need FAR more prairie  dog s to reach this g oal

so relocate.
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136 Prairie  dog s will naturally avoid areas of conflict. If people stay on trails there is no risk to

them.

143 T he public should NOT  be using  rapidly dwindling  water sources and prairie  land to help

a few ranchers profit and ship their products out of state.

147 Althoug h I believe you should leave prairie  dog s alone, it seems best to discourag e

them from expanding  as the best approach since that would be the least disruption.

149 Non-lethal actions must be taken!

151 Instead of relocating  them out of their homes, leave them alone. We keep encroaching

in animals land and we need to stop. T here will be nothing  left

152 Step two would be to set aside relocation land so that when the population spreads as

they naturally do, the city will have another place to put them.

154 Restoration must be the approach.

158 Leave the prairie  dog s in place. T here removal would be even no lethal would stress the

colony.

160 As long  as the prairie  dog s are not lethally removed anyway, this would be a better

approach.

162 install raptor polls thin the populations

163 I would approve of non-lethal actions if done humanely and by a g roup that cares about

the lives of the prairie  dog s.

168 Don't kill them! Relocate or adopt out the pups. MANY people across the country are

looking  for pet prairie  dog s. We would rather house them than kill them.

169 I think the land should be set aside for the wildlife .

171 T his is 10 0 % better than poisoning  a keystone species that we may lose forever

172 It is very difficult to relocate prairie  dog s. T his is coming  from personal experience. I

enjoy seeing  prairie  dog s when I take walks north of Boulder at the OSMP. It would be a

shame to see them be removed or killed for the cattle  industry and financial interests.

176 Removal can disrupt natural cycles of life  in a population and can expose them to new

and harmful bacteria, competitors, predators etc that they have not learned or

developed to deal with.

178 Yes, and with the reintroduction of wolves, the colony would be kept to a manag eable

number.
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180 Prairie  dog s belong  there. Ranching  is what is causing  the conflict. No non-letal action

should be taken ag ainst the wildlife . NONE of our public lands should be set aside to

profit welfare ranchers.

182 Definitely remove before murdering  them. How much money can you make leasing

these marg inal lands to "welfare farmers". Really. Use the land for field trips so students

can learn why a keystone species is important. " Pay to view " telescopes" would yield

more money!

183 It is obviously a very one sided approach in favor of destruction of prairie  dog  habitat.

T heir existence and survival should be more g reatly taken into consideration.

185 Non-lethal means would be acceptable

186 Ag ain, leave them alone

187 I ag ree that non lethal methods should be used when feasible, and as part of the

solution, but the report indicates that these are far from adequate to achieve the

protection of irrig ated ag  lands.

188 Non-lethal means of removal are vastly more acceptable when compared to lethal

means, which are entirely unacceptable.

191 Stop taking  all the habitat from animals and a keystone species like prairie  dog s! T his is

madness just to serve some personal need of some rancher farmer. Deal w what you

have farmer rancher! We need prairie  dog s

192 Only if you relocate them. I don't ag ree that they should be killed. T rap and relocate!

193 Good luck finding  a place to relocate anymore. Feeding  them to rehabilitating  raptors

doesn't count. Passive would keep more of them alive.

195 I think the use of nonlethal removal is a safer approach, doesn't eradicate a native

species and it is able  to be repeated without harm to anything  in the area.

196 T he prairie  dog s should be allowed to stay on public lands that they already inhabit.

Relocation attempts aren't always successful. Ag ain, the land they inhabit should be

restored and protected.

199 T hese manag ement techniques are extremely expensive and unfeasible  to made any

sort of difference in populations. T hey also create more conflict on neig hboring

properties or elsewhere in the OSMP system.

20 1 I'd prefer that they were left alone.

20 4 I do not have a problem with lethal means so long  as it is not torture, and it doesn't harm

raptors. In fact, as a resident rig ht across from a field of prairie  dog s that are

overpopulated,
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20 6 T here is no reason to take lethal action. Non-lethal is best for everyone--our ecosystem

as a whole.

20 7 Yes! Enoug h with poisoning  these animals. T hey need to be relocated. It's 20 20  — use

your brains and do not resort to what's easy - killing . Relocate these animals. T hese

lands are just much theirs as they are ours. Colorado can't g o the way of over

development.

20 8 I'd prefer relocation prog rams because prairie  dog  habitat is vastly reduced throug hout

the West.

210 it is counterproductive to land biomass and productivity

215 Relocating  prairie  dog s would reduce the conflict with ag riculture and with those who

oppose lethal methods. Partner with Badlands National Park and other entities who

need prairie  dog s in order to increase the population of the black-footed ferret.

221 Do NOT  remive the Prairie  Dog s! What is the matter with people! Can any animal on

this planet have a safe home without human interference? As had been sug g ested many

times, make money by tourism to see them! I'm so outrag ed over more moving  or killing

Prairie  Dog s! It's never enoug h

223 T hey are destroying  bordering  private property and should be removed ASAP to limit

further Damag e lethally.

229 If they are to be removed from their HOMES, please use NON LET HAL action. T here is

plenty of land in Colorado for the relocation of these amazing  animals.

230 Prairie  dog s' habitat is the g rasslands, and that's where they should remain.

231 Relocation is the best way to solve the problem. Using  poisons or other mentioned ways

of killing  the prairie  dog s will neg atively affect the land and other area wildlife ..

233 T hey move around, reproduce, spread out, cross roads and boundaries

238 Non-lethal actions are certainly better than lethal actions. But the prairie  dog s who are

relocated are unnecessarily stressed, injured, and do not always survive.

239 No! Ineffective, expensive, time consuming  and cumbersome. Lethal the only way. I think

I've personally killed a few that ran into my bike wheels...

240 i think it is very important to try humane methods of relocating  prairie  dog s first, before

lethal control.

242 quite killing  natural predators and the problem is solved...does not take a g enius to

fig ure this out...

245 it depends on PD densities and immediate context.
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246 Relocation of plag ue infested varmints to make them a problem elsewhere is truly

ridiculous.

247 You have been doing  these thing s ineffectively for years at hug e wasted expense. Pay

attention to what the County has learned and done. Follow their example. T rapping  and

relocating  don't work to clear land. Passive relocation is a thumb in the dike.

252 I live in the county adjacent to city property. I have watched the prairie  dog s g row

exponentially in the last 13 years. Lethal control is the only means to control your

problem.

255 irrig ated properties are in hug e conflict with PD occupation because the non-lethal

approach does not work.

256 Non lethal hasn't worked for the last 15 years. It's not g oing  to work now.

259 won't work.

260 T oo expensive and unreliable. Lethal control is the only realistic option.

261 T hat approach is just relocating  the same problem elsewhere.

265 T oo much money and they will not all be removed. T hey reproduce like rodents.

266 T his is preferable to murder of course but lets just leave them be...

267 T his isn't a balanced approach. Removing  prairie  dog s from their native spaces is ag ain

unethical and irresponsible.

269 T hey seem worth a shot, but the past has proved them not to be too effective. folks

were upset with the possible  harming  of them, when staff was trying  to be humane.

Some people will be upset no matter what you do... they need to be controlled by a

variety of methods

272 No place to relocate them unless you use OSMP lands as relocation sites. After years of

watching  this not work I strong ly disag ree with even considering  it as an option any

more. Waste of time

275 Do not use lethal removal

276 T his is not a cost-effective or timely answer to the problem of the prairie  dog  infestation.

279 We have been using  non-lethal control for years. Look at the result--an ong oing , ever-

worsening  problem.

280 If you have to do something ...then they should be NON LET HAL...best to respect the

animals and their habitat.
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282 I assume you've already done research on the effectiveness of relocation, active or

passive.

283 T hese are far to expensive and still result in considerable suffering  and death to the

prairie  dog s.

285 Does Boulder have access to a capable Prairie  Dog  Whisperer who can lure these

varmints over to Lafayette or Long mont? Not likely, so instead, encourag e citizens to

blast the little  devils to King dom Come.

287 I'm g uessing  this is mostly ineffective

290 Not as cost effective. Balanced? Maybe those voters would like them to come live in

their backyards! T hey're disease-carrying  rodents-where does 'balance' come into play

when they occupy land that has a function needed for humans?

295 Prairie  dog s are a keystone species and should not be killed under any circumstance.

Economic values should not trump Environmental and ethical values.

30 0 Current Ag  charter purposes need redefinition due to rapid urban developm. bordering

OSMP land.We need ag g ressive 6yr plan of passive relocation, cropping , & rapid

response. Ex. Bennett farm 10 % occupied by PD in 20 0 7; no bold non-lethal action

taken PD spread 5ac./yr to 70 ac now

30 1 T his sounds like a short-g ap measure that would place us in the same situation some

years down the road.

30 2 I think this will be a band-aid approach that puts us in the same position a few years down

the road. T his means ultimately more resources.

30 3 We aren't talking  about ag riculture but irrig able public Open Space, the hig hest and best

use of which may be prairie  dog  habitat.

30 4 Non lethal is sadly a waste of time

30 9 T hese would be my first choices to remove and reduce populations, but clearly these

methods alone will not keep up with the need.

310 "Most effectively reduce conflicts" ?? Nope, non-lethal methods don't work and

relocating  them is just displacing  the headache (and heartache) on someone or

someplace else, or being  done to placate emotional and ill-informed folks however

well-intentioned they may be.

314 Relocate them to where? T here are so many PD's in eastern Colorado that I feel they

are at the point of overcoming  the natural environment.
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315 I didn't see any mention of the cost of trapping  and relocation in the document. If it was

there I apolog ize for missing  it, but It's hard to have an opinion without a cost benefit

analysis. Intuitively, relocation seems like it would be extremely expensive.

318 Why do we need more ag riculture? If you can articulate to the public why this is truly

needed, then I do prefer non-lethal removal. BUT , I haven't seen a strong  case for

increasing  ag riculture sites.

324 there are very likely non-lethal or more natural options that just have not yet been

found. in the 'big g est little  farm' film, the approach demonstrates there is much not yet

known - but with patience, observation, intent - there are always more options than we

can conceive of.

327 T here are too many, there numbers are better reduced by humane lethal methods.

Carbon monoxide etc methods.

331 T here are less and less places to "re-locate" prairie  dog s. Instead, people should desig n

around natural colonies...not artificially desig nating  spaces on 2-D maps. But... private

property owners should be able to g et tax breaks, similar to ag  tax breaks for hosting

Prairie  Dog s.

332 Non-lethal control is an oxymoron. It simply does not solve any problems, except vert

temporarily.

333 What leads you to believe passive relocation will keep the prairie  dog s from returning ?

335 Lease don't kill the prairie  dog s. T hey are so important to the ecosystem. Don't fuck up

our natural areas any more than they already have been.

337 Better than exterminating  using  inhumane methods. T hese animals are not objects, they

are living  creatures, who have the same rig hts as humans to be on this earth. Not that

you care.

341 Executed in a rapid manner, non-lethal means can be effective.7/1/19 Daily Camera

article: ".. purchased by the city as prized OS, praire dog  burrows covered about 10  of

the 10 3ac (Bennett farm).." If non-lethal actions taken immediately 70 ac not occupied,

12 years later!!!

342 Definitely try these methods at first, and then bring  out lethal measures if the non-lethal

is not doing  the trick.

343 You have been doing  this for the last 10  years. It doesn't work. It takes me a year to

fig ure out this isn't working , how long  does it take City of Boulder to fig ure it out?

345 I think it is clear that non-lethal actions will NOT  effectively resolve the PD issues on

ag ricultural lands. Any further discussion of these futile  and expensive efforts

exacerbates the problem in the face of pup season.
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346 I am opposed to an type of lethal control. I am also opposed to leasing  public lands to

farmers for g razing  animals such at cows. Animal ag riculture is one of the leading  causes

of climate chang e and we should not be supporting  farmers who raise animals for food.

349 It is always better to use non-lethal actions to control animal populations (except where

natural predators may be involved). T his could include birth control methods and other

ways to control population without causing  horrible  suffering .

354 I support non-lethal actions

355 T his is prairie  dog  habitat. You should never kill or inflict suffering  to any animal because

you want to take over their habitat land.

356 Non lethal actions are what has created the destruction of irrig ated fields. T hey do not

work, cannot address the PD numbers, are expensive and only cause the problem to g et

worse. It probably makes Boulder feel g ood to relocate some PDs but not answer to

hug e scale  of conflict.

359 We just don't have enoug h OSMP land to move prairie  dog s to - and we've seen how

quickly prairie  dog s destroy the land to which they're relocated.

360 Wildlife  should not suffer due to human expansion. Doing  the rig ht thing  is never the

wrong  way

362 T rapping  may work if they do not return. Lethal removal may be the only resort in

determined cases.

363 It seems evident that "catching  and releasing " has done nothing . T hey are overtaking  the

paths on Deg g e and Hidden Valley OS. Strong  and lethal action will hopefully help

eliminate some of the rodents.

365 keep the dog s and g et rid of the people and their intrusiveness

366 Based on my experience, prairie  dog  trapping  is difficult (and thus expensive) to do

completely, leaving  a population of prairie  dog s to repopulate the land. Passive

relocation is not enoug h to allow restoration of heavily populated land.

367 My fear is they will be back in no time.

371 Relocation is not realistic for what needs to be accomplished. OSMP can continue

relocation but numbers are too small and so often unsuccessful. Passive relocation

absolutely needs the correct setting , not realistic to solve conflicts. Won't provide

balance.

373 Ag ain I do not ag ree with anyone's decision to remove the prairie  dog  from where they

are at. T he reason why they are where they are at is because that is T HEIR home. It's a

shame that we have too many humans in the world that do not care not one bit about

these innocent animals.
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378 Unless all the prairie  dog s are removed from IA lands, the remaining  prairie  dog s will

breed and re-populate there area.

380 Not an effective long  term approach.

381 T he relocation of prairie  dog s is a hug e disaster for the OSMP budg et, It is unfeasible

and ridiculous approach to the tens of thousands of dog s that need to be dealt with.

384 PDs will move back into any area that has been previously tunneled even if plaque has

decimated the population. Vig orous poisoning  and deep harrowing  must follow.

385 T oo expensive; there are thousands of PDs to deal with.

386 i prefer mix of lethal and non lethal

388 I used to believe that non-lethal methods would work, but the ecosystem is currently

unbalanced and needs to be restored to a balance of g rasses and wildlife .

389 City has been using  non lethal methods for years, it is not enoug h and does not work for

the number of prairie  dog s. Non lethal methods and the six step process is why irrig ated

lands are in this crisis. Not balanced.

391 T he problem has become epidemic. It may have been reasonable to use non-lethal

actions 5 years ag o but they have now completely over run the irrig ated ag  land

adjacent to my property. T hey have also infiltrated my property and septic system.

392 T he problem is so extreme because there are now so many prairie  dog s that there is no

way there are enoug h places to relocate them. and they will just come back. Please pay

attention to what Boulder County Open space manag ement has realized - half measures

do not work.

393 T he exponential population g rowth of prairie  dog s wherever they are, without

meaning ful ferret control, for example, makes these action non-starters.

394 T hey would not address the fundamental problem of exponential g rowth of Pdog

population

397 T he research I have conducted reveals that non-lethal methods are best used for

continuing  maintenance. For the current City/County prairie-dog  overpopulation issue,

lethal methods may be appropriate in the near term with a later transition to non-lethal

methods.

40 0 T he non-lethal methods have not at all been successful and are expensive.

40 1 Non-Lethal control of prairie  dog  colonies on City of Boulder OSMP lands will not

eliminate prairie  dog  mig ration into adjacent private irrig ated ag ricultural lands until all of

the OSMP prairie  dog s are completely and permanently removed.
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40 2 Relocation is preferable, but it can only make a small dent in the current problem.

40 3 T his is very ineffective, expensive, and extremely stressful to the PD.

40 6 Boulder should live up to its self-ideal as a kind, nature loving  place and refuse lethal

control altog ether.

40 7 From my understanding  these methods are expensive, and mostly ineffective. It also

does not allow for restoration.

414 It simply will not work to the scale  necessary. Our soils are the most important: we need

to use water wisely to restore these soils, sink carbon, and g row a healthy habitat.

415 Not the complete solution. Also need lethal actions

418 non-lethal methods are too limited in scope to address the mag nitude of the problem.

421 T hese non-lethal actions have proven to be ineffective. T hey are a way to assuag e

misplaced human g uilt. We have a responsibility to care for the land in the best way we

can in our current land-deg raded context. T o heal the land, we need reg enerative ag ,

which means no PDs.

422 See previous.

424 Do you have any idea how many there really are out there? and why would you spend

all this money on a rodent. You allow "culling  the heard" with elk......why are you spending

SO much time and money on this issue....there are WAYYYYYY to many PD to do non

lethal

425 no non- lethal control. 20  yrs experience doing  lethal my land, still loosing . T rapping

waste of money, poor success. Block burrows not effective. T hese are "feel g ood"

methods appease folk feel bad w/ lethal but NOT  science based. REMOVE ALL next to

neig hbors or CoB Ag  property.

427 If you had adequate time and money, relocation and non lethal would satisfy the conflicts

428 T rapping  and relocating  is neither humane nor practical. It's stressful on the animals and

nobody wants them. Passive relocation would be time-consuming  and ultimately not

effective.

431 Is there evidence that this prevents their spread or is it a temporary fix?

435 the way I've seen the animals spread, I don't think just excluding  them from burrows

would work. And removing  them-- where to? Hig h cost?

439 By relocating  them you move to the problem and it still is a problem.

450 T his just kicks the can down the road and doesn't g et to root cause

ResponseID Response

City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks 
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP Occupied by Prairie Dogs 
Engagement Window 2 Compendium of Community Input

Page 56



451 T he question was about efficacy, and non lethal methods certainly aren't the most

effective way to remove prairie  dog s.

454 I am aware that trapping  and relocating  prairie  dog s is very expensive, and it is difficult

to find relocation sites. T he problem is too big  to consider relocation a reasonable

solution. I have attempted to use passive relocation on my private property and have

failed.

461 Seems like this approach is too slow and too costly to be the most effective.

468 I haven't seen it work in other areas.

475 T his approach would take too long  to employ and more damag e would occur from

current prairie  dog  populations

477 T hey don't work. Also, no one wants the creatures relocated to their area

479 NON LET HAL OK LEAVING T HEM ALONE BET T ER

480 Prairie  dog s are native species, integ ral to the Colorado landscape, and provide for

environmental balance. Ranchers came second, and their needs simply cannot

supercede environmental stability. Killing  prairie  dog s by current cruel methods (all are

cruel) is vile .

483 Why are all wildlife  issues based on accommodations to animal ag riculture?

485 Relocation is not the answer. We need to reduce the population!

486 I am all for lethal action. T here are SO MANY of them already .

487 However it is Insufficient

490 Prairie  dog s should take precedence. Only passive relocations, and NEVER LET HAL

MET HODS, should be used in very specific circumstances.

492 I support any relocation effort and non-lethal actions.

493 I don't trust that non-lethal removal will be what you do. You always revert to killing

native wildlife  which is despicable.

494 I strong ly ag ree that these methods are preferable to any lethal methods. However,

these are public lands they are inhabiting , and they belong  to everyone, not just

ranchers. Ranchers use this land, but do not own it. Many residents enjoy seeing  prairie

dog s on these lands.

495 Relocating  them just creates another problem in another area. Also far too expensive.
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498 Do nor remove the prairie  dog s. Instead, remove the cattle . T his is not a prairie  dog

invasion.

50 2 T he city of Boulder is OUT  of VACANCIES for relocation. T here are no more options.

50 3 Non-violent action is the only acceptable method. Leave the prairie  dog s alone and safe.

50 4 Very manual, time intensive effort. Can this be accomplished on a scale  larg e enoug h to

combat the scale  of infestations?

512 Have you ever tried to g et a cat to do what you want it to do.. Moving  a problem does

just that moves it

514 Chemical castration via oral route w/ baits at their dens is the best long -term solution.

519 Vermin, who carry diseases that will kill you and me!

520 Non-lethal methods will just move the problem. T he diseases that they carry will simply

continue to expose other people.

521 While  these efforts are obviously not as fast as lethal extermination, every effort should

be made to avoid lethal control. Prairie  dog s have been wiped out of most of their US

habitat, in larg e part due to ag  and development. Open space should provide a refug e.

523 Non-lethal Methods are the one and only option available  to you and you need to use

them.

524 Of course this would contribute to a balanced approach for reducing  conflict. It has been

done on small scales in the past and been successful. Why wouldn't it continue to be

successful??

534 Non lethal methods just puts the problem in someone else's hands. T his is not rig ht.

537 Proposal is very vag ue. Please don't pass the problem to other areas where soil

deg radation would inevitably result

539 I do not believe any action should be taken to relocate, reduce, or eliminate the

population of prairie  dog s. Increasing  "ag ricultural" land will only further increase a major

contribution to g lobal climate chang e. Scientific fact.

541 LEAVE T HE PRAIRIE DOGS T HE FUCK ALONE!!

542 T rapping  and relocating  prairie  dog s has been to shown to be fairly unsuccessful, with

stress having  a lethal effect on the prairie  dog s. Of the two options presented, I favor the

passive relocation over trapping , as it puts less stress on the animals.
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544 Relocation is non-ideal for the welfare of the individual animals, but is preferable to

killing  them. T he ideas I like best are the ones for encourag ing  them to move on their

own, or blocking  them from entering  exclusion areas.

545 T he Black T ailed Prairie  Dog s are the most destructive prairie  dog  of the prairie  dog

species, there fore they should be terminated by lethal means!

546 Non-lethal methods are certainly better than killing  the prairie  dog s. (Humans are

remarkable for their ability to kill other creatures). Ag ain, why not resolve the conflict in

favor of the Prairie  Dog s instead of in favor of Ag riculture? T he question seems biased

to g et to yes

550 I wish you would do more to link prairie  dog  colonies tog ether, rather than continuing  to

destroy them. What is the point of more ag riculture? T hey were here first. T he law

needs to be chang ed if they are to be located outside of the county.

554 T his whole thing  makes me sick. Why don't we as humans make chang es to help the

prairie  dog s?! Isn't that what OSMP is all about. T his is why the price of your home has

exploded. People want open space and wildlife . You are already selling  out to

developers everywhere. Just stop!

556 T his method thoug h I ag ree with in principle  I understand from experience to be very

costly, labor intensive and not economically sustainable over the long  term to produce

the desired outcome of healthy perennial g rasslands.

563 If non-lethal methods can be used, that is the correct choice.

565 As I said prairie  dog s, a keystone species, have really lost out to urban development and

associated species that depend on them.

566 I believe these non lethal methods and other non lethal methods should be the only

considered options

570 I think you should leave the few remaining  colonies of prairie  dog s alone. Hazing  them or

trapping  them is not the answer either.

572 I don't really support maintaining  irrig ated ag riculture on publicly owned lands. However,

i support non lethal as opposed to lethal methods of control.

574 Multiple  studies show the keystone value of prairie  dog s to the local natural world

therefore, acting  carelessly in killing  native species leads to destruction of natural

environments. Relocation/preservation action works native eco-preservation for many

other species.

576 If you have to remove them. Please trap and relocate. T here is no need to be cruel

about removing  them. Den Jones and her prairie  dog  volunteers will always be willing  to

trap and relocate. If they g et killed it's because someone didn't want to take the time to

do it rig ht
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580 No

583 All this is doing  is moving  the problem to other land - who owns the land on which these

prairie  dog s are now g oing  to destroy? No one is beg g ing  for prairie  dog s to be placed

on their land, and this is doing  just that without their consent.

585 I strong ly feel that nonlethal methods of control are the only method we should be

considering  here. T his was the prairie  dog s' land before it was ours to manag e. I also

feel that open space should be left alone for all to enjoy, and that should override

"irrig ability".

587 Use nonlethal approach when budg et and lack of urg ency allow. Allow lethal control

when city can't effectively utilize  nonlethal controls in a timely way that meets needs of

leaseholders.

588 Prairie  dog s, being  a native species, deserve respect. It's unsustainable to allow

capitalist practices to dictate the way we treat wildlife , because it has no end. T he line

must be drawn somewhere.

589 Doesn't long  term ag ricultural sustainability conflict with ecolog ical sustainability? Are

these ag ricultural fields org anic? NON LET HAL ONLY!!

590 Maybe the "charter" needs to be adjusted. I don't see any mention in the plan that the

farming  methods being  used will meet USDA Org anic standards. I think it would be

better it these lands reverted back to prairie .

591 I think the PDWG recommendations provide the long er term solutions.
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ResponseID Response

24 T here will never be a balance as long  as humans keep reproducing . Why does the city

reward breeders with pro-natalist (paid parental leave, etc.) policies and then claim to

be concerned about the environment? Its laug hable.

27 Lethal control is needed especially on land where there are not already larg e

populations of prairie  dog s. On fields without them lethal control is critical when new

ones move in.

35 Cheapest method possible.

41 I am uncomfortable with lethal measures because the prairie  dog s are not intentionally

pests.

42 Do your job and start taking  care of the g round! You spent 8 million on the Shanahan

ranch (you already owned the water and conservation rig hts) but you cant take care of

what you already have!

43 All of these are better solutions then allowing  them to reproduce and destroy our lands.

75% Kill by lethal control, 25% capture donate as needed. Perhaps the Larg e animal

sanctuary can use a few thousand.

48 T here is no balance between prairie  dog s and ag riculture now-ag riculture prevails on

most of your lands. T he ag riculture industry is responsible  for the near extinction of the

wolf and the constant attack on other wildlife . Stop supporting  these attacks on our

wildlife! Offer wildlife  leases, or bare minimum offer competitive bidding  on these lands.

T hey are being  held by the same lease holder for some many years these people

believe the land belong s to them and it does not! Let the water return to the ocean-stop

irrig ating  lands

49 Prairie  Dog s are destructive and a plag ue to urban areas. T he destruction of the

g rasslands in ag ricultural or other open space areas is catastrophic. T he amount of

resources spent on manag ing  prairie  dog  populations is irresponsible.

51 I ag ree with lethal control, but these methods listed are weak and still costly when

capturing  and transporting .

52 T here are too many prairie  dog s, and I see it neg atively effect the surrounding  wildlife .

Another option could be the release of rehabilitated hawks and other hunters of prairie

dog s in areas of necessity.

66 I oppose killing  PD's.

67 T his is effective, but should be undertaken by natural processes if possible.

7. Do you have any comments on whether these lethal actions would best contribute
to a balanced approach for reducing conflict between prairie dogs and irrigated
agriculture?
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69 Jesus Christ, just shoot them, kids have been doing  so for a bazillion years, it's part of

g rowing  up in the west. T hose little  17mm shoot tiny fast bullets that disintig rate instead

of ricochet and can reach out to 20 0  yards. Sponsor it via CPW and the local primary

schools.

70 I feel prairie  dog s should be exterminated.

73 Boulder should avoid inhumane treatment of any animal

75 If not too difficult, expensive trapping  and feeding  them to rehabbing  raptors seems like

an efficient, worthwhile  course.

76 Preference is for natural predictor lethal control "introducing  black-footed ferrets on

open space lands and limiting  the use of anti-plag ue vaccines." Any human directly

imposed extinction methods are deplorable.

86 "Killing  prairie  dog s" sounds terrible, and it sort of is. However, it must be done. It is

completely normal, natural, and necessary to sometimes remove pests from human

areas.

87 Let them be. You created a false reason to kill our fellow inhabitants of planet earth.

91 Do it. Do it soon. Do it effectively!

92 T his rodents make a desert of any landscape they inhabit. Unsig htly, soil erosion and

dusty expanses where once natural or ag ricultural veg etation existed.

94 Prairie  dog s and irrig ated ag riculture are incompatible  uses. Lethal control is the best

method in many circumstances. It is g ood to not use poisons that can end up affecting

other species.

97 T hese methods work. Yes, they are sad, but in the long  run may result in healthier lands,

less soil loss, and more resources for overall manag ement of the land.

98 I don't doubt that it would help, but I don't want to see lethal actions taken.

10 5 I hate that we would have to do any of this! But I also understand that this is a difficult

issue. UGH!

10 6 Lethal methods should be on the table. Decisions about which method(s) to use in any

g iven situation should be based on the science and data as to which method(s) are most

feasible, effective, and lasting  in that situation, without reg ard for political or activist

opinions.

110 Absolutely not. T his is not a balanced approach and killing  wildlife  only disrupts the

entire ecosystem.

111 Per previous comment, lethal needs to be included as an option.
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112 NO lethal removal!!!!!!!!! T he residual consequences are not worth the risk. Other

animals die  as a result of your POS poisoning .

113 T he lethal control should remain non-polluting  and targ eting  specifically at prairie  dog s.

114 We do need to accept that lethal control is necessary to address prairie  dog

overpopulation.

121 You know, you could also reclassify those lands and let the prairie  dog s stay, too.

122 As long  as the land itself isn't harmed by lethal (chemical) methods, I think this approach

is warranted and effective.

123 While  these would obviously work, it still would only be a short-term solution in the end,

as the population would rebound and then lethal methods would need to be used ag ain,

etc.

128 Certainly the feeding  of them to their predators would reduce the population sizably.

Can any predators be introduced to prairie  dog  areas to aid in reducing  the populations?

Like more ferrets?

130 Horrible! Reminds me of the dark time in history.

132 T rapping  and donating  them to those facilities seems better than the pressurized

exhaust even thoug h that mig ht be easier to deal with them less. It just seems like a

better use of the prairie  dog s if you are g oing  to use lethal means.

133 Are there enoug h ferrets and raptors for this many prairie  dog s?

135 T here should be no lethal options.

136 T here is no reason to kill prairie  dog s on OSMP lands. T hey are a vital part of the local

ecosystem. If people stay on trails they are not a problem to us. Hoofed animals have

coexisted with prairie  dog s for millennia.

143 T he public should NOT  be using  rapidly dwindling  water sources and prairie  land to help

a few ranchers profit and ship their products out of state.

147 What is wrong  with you to even consider lethal methods? Ag riculture IS NOT  worth that.

T here are too few areas for prairie  dog s as it is. T hey are harming  no one. You don't

even need ag riculture there. What about the animals and raptors that depend on these

colonies for food? Do you even care about that?

149 Lethal actions are cruel and unnecessary.

151 T he balance would be to stop taking  these animals land. Humans are a parasite
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152 Althoug h I do understand that ferrets need to practice eating  real, live food that they

would eat in nature, I do think of the above choices, that would be the only one I would

approve of.

154 T his is horribly inhumane. I have witnessed this and it is an infraction of the hig hest order.

It should not be an option considered.

158 I'm vehemently opposed to this option. T he use of these lethal methods not only kill the

intended prairie  dog s but other spices as well, some of which are endang ered.

Colorado is known for its natural beauty and many tourists travel to Colorado to visit

national parks and observe nature. I think most visitors an Coloradans oppose this

measure. I think it would hurt tourism.

159 Don't you dare kill them!!!

160 T his approach would only benefit ag ricultural interests at the expense of prairie  dog

lives.

163 T he listed lethal actions are nothing  short of barbaric and uncivilized - completely

unacceptable!

168 Don't kill them! Relocate or adopt out the pups. MANY people across the country are

looking  for pet prairie  dog s. We would rather house them than kill them.

169 No balance whatsoever. T his would be the wrong  approach

171 We must do whatever we can to preserve these important little  lives

172 It is very difficult to relocate prairie  dog s. T his is coming  from my experience in a

relocation effort. It would be a shame to lose the prairie  dog s that are home in this

space. T o relocate or kill prairie  dog s for the sake of the cattle  industry and financial

interests would be a shame. I enjoy taking  hikes in north Boulder at the OSMP and

seeing  the prairie  dog s.

176 Pretty sick mentality to just kill whatever is in our way.

178 No lethal methods should be used other than to provide food for other animals of prey.

180 Never, ever should there be lethal actions taken to eliminate the wildlife  that belong  in

their natural habitate. T he problem isn't the PD. NONE of our public lands should be set

aside to profit welfare ranchers

182 No and the devastation poisons Raptors and pets and the entire food chain!

183 It is obviously a very one sided approach in favor of destruction of prairie  dog  habitat.

T his is an inhumane and cruel proposal and should be avoided at all costs.
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185 Lethal actions are completely unacceptable. T hese creatures are community & family

oriented animals who can experience pain, sadness and fear. It is horrific that anyone

would even consider lethal action ag ainst them

187 Lethal actions are required to achieve the g oal of preserving  ag ricultural use. Also, the

need for use of lethal methods is enormously reduced if prairie  dog s are removed

immediately when they occupy ag  lands (or developed park land). It's easy to remove 3-

5 prairie  dog s and much harder to remove a larg e colony.

188 Prairie  dog s should not be killed on these irrig ated ag ricultural lands.

189 T his is not a balanced approach to reducing  the conflict! Humans v prairie  dog s with

humans taking  control via lethal measures is another appalling  disdain for life

191 Is unacceptable to kill a sentient being  just for some ranchers need or developers

g reed. Leave the habitat alone and let the prairie  dog  thrive

192 T rap and relocate.

193 No. Like I said before. 1% of historic population left. T hey are a keystone species.

Boulder, you should be educated enoug h to know this would destroy entire

ecosystems/biotic communities. Grasslands need prairie  dog s. T he climate needs

prairie  dog s. Raptors, burrowing  owls, foxes, 20 0  other species depend on prairie

dog s. Don't you dare commit ecocide.

195 Lethal methods add to disease, disrupt the ecosystem and there is no justification for

killing  when nonlethal methods are available.

196 T he only conflict I see here is the desire of some people to unnecessarily kill a species

that is vital to the balance of our natural ecosystem! T hat being  the Prarie  dog s! T here

population numbers are already low, the land they inhabit should be restored and they

should be left alone.

199 T he option to use these manag ement techniques would be beneficial in certain

scenarios and be a beneficial tool to have in the toolbox. An example of this would be

use in newly established colonies in areas where prairie  dog s did not exist on

ag ricultural lands or where there are small populations where further g rowth of the

colony is undesirable. T hese actions should be conjoined with restoration for veg etive

g rowth and reg enerative ag ricultural manag ement strateg ies.

20 1 Killing  prairie  dog s is WRONG.

20 2 T his is totally wrong !

20 6 T his is cruel and unnecessary.
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20 7 T hese actions are wrong  for so so many reasons. T hey are also g ravely inhumane. T he

animals suffer g reatly. And the toxins destroy the other animals and the lands. Come on,

it's 20 20  for g od sake's use your brains. Relocate these animals.

20 8 I strong ly support the ferret reintroduction prog ram as a possible  option. I have some

support for capturing  prairie  dog s an using  them a feed at the ferret rehabilitation

center.

210 cruelty on many levels eg  would you do this to kittens?

215 I do not see donating  prairie  dog s as lethal means. Ag ain, I sug g est you partner with

Badlands National Park and other facilities who can share in the cost of relocation.

221 Stop already with the lethal actions! It's criminal what you are trying  to do for the sake of

the almig hty dollar!

223 Prairie  dog s are costing  bordering  private land owners money because of populations

are out of control. T hey need to be removed ASAP or the city should be liable  for

private Property costs and damag e.

230 Prairie  dog s are essential in g rasslands, not livestock or ranchers. Please live and let

live!

233 It is the only assurance that colonies don't crop up

237 Lethal action is dead wrong . Humans being s bring  special talent to messing  up what

mother nature has built and ruining  the eco system for other birds and animals.

238 I have personally witnessed what happens to prairie  dog s when they are murdered with

carbon dioxide. T he die  a slow, ag onizing  death from internal bleeding . Donating  them

to ferrets and raptor-recovery facilities is just a way for the murdering  humans to

pretend that they're doing  the rig ht thing , rather than just using  another method to

murder them.

239 I have read opinions by farmers who have bemoaned the loss of valuable farm land with

their hands tied at implementing  their own approaches. I sympathize with them

completely and other than noxious invasive weeds there is nothing  more destructive of

open space and farmland than prairie  dog s.

240 I strong ly support the most humane methods of lethal control, which I think means that

you do not remove and scare prairie  dog s from their holes, but rather kill them quickly

inside their burrow, with pressurized CO.

242 END ALL KILLING OF WILDLIFE BY HUMANS LET  NAT URAL PREDAT ORS LIVE AND DO

YOUR JOB WAKE UP

245 ag ain, it depends on PD densities and immediate context. I trust staff to evaluate and

determine the best action for a g iven parcel.

ResponseID Response

City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks 
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP Occupied by Prairie Dogs 
Engagement Window 2 Compendium of Community Input

Page 66



246 Prairie  dog s are pests. T hey are NOT  pets. Please fully eradicate them before

someone g ets plag ue. If your studies can conclusively prove no bubonic plag ue is

present in their population then it will be a new revelation. T reating  prairie  dog s as furry

pets is just incomprehensible.

247 T he County has learned from 20  years of experience that these are the only thing s that

really work to clear land of PD's.

252 Lethal control is the only way to manag e your prairie  dog  problem on irrig ated farmland.

You are impacting  neig hbors adjacent to the city property because you don't control

your prairie  dog  problem. Get in line with the county and use lethal control! Be a g ood

neig hbor and use lethal control!

255 lethal control is the only realistic tool to deal with the scope and scale  of this conflict.

Relocation and barriers do not work.

256 For the scope and scale  of this conflict, lethal control is the ONLY method to remove

prairie  dog s that will make a difference on irrig ated land.

259 there are several 'humane' types of lethal controls that are effective, albeit labor-

intensive.

261 Having  lived next to City of Boulder open space that is over run with a prairie  dog

population that is over taking  nearby private property for 12 years I believe that lethal

control is the only means of control. T he cost to private neig hbors to maintain the

integ rity of their private property is exorbitant and unfair!!

265 Lethal is the best action to remove the most prairie  dog s.

266 T his is just so obviously immoral and evil...

267 T his violent and coercive form of action upon prairie  dog s is incomprehensible. Please

do not permit this to take place

269 Still, using  hunters with traditional and cross bows may be a g reat alternative.

271 See above

276 Irradicating  the prairie  dog  to a manag eable level is the most likely answer to the

problem.

279 Lethal control, killing  the prairie  dog s in their burrows most simply, is simply necessary if

we want to keep our ag ricultural lands for ag riculture. And I certainly want to keep

ag riculture thriving  in Boulder County. Increasing ly ag  lands have g one from private

owner ship to leaseholds from City or County. Lease rules need to support ag  functions,

including  prairie  dog  elimination in ag  lands.

280 T his is a a terrible  solution..wildllife  and their habitat should be respected.
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282 Install hunting  supports for predators: hiding  places for coyotes (debris piles, hedg es,

etc.), perches for raptors, etc.

283 Carbon monoxide is a humane form of euthanasia

285 Since prairie  dog s love to sit up and look around outside their burrows, g uns would be

even more effective.

287 T his seems like a more effective way to control the prairie  dog s

290 Cost should be considered

295 It is never okay to kill others for someone else's benefit. Reg ardless of whether the

others are prairie  dog s and the someone else are human. Prairie  dog s are a keystone

species and should not be killed under any circumstance. Economic values should not

trump Environmental and ethical values.

299 Lethal control methods are unethical and unsustainable

30 0 Lethal Actions will split the community. Manipulating  nature throug h systematic killing

sets a dang erous precedent. We have seen this with wolves and ranchers. As with

climate chang e, Boulder MUST  set an example of non-lethal wildlife  mg mt. On p.25, PCA

only 23ac too small

30 1 I think the third choice in particular is a wonderful idea. T he second choice sounds

ineffective in the long  run. And I am fine with the first choice even thoug h it pains me

some.

30 2 I love the third option and it feels appropriate for the situation. T he second method

sounds like a waste of resources and ultimately without the desired g oal. I am fine with

the first option, even thoug h I feel badly about it.

30 3 Destroying  the prairie/prairie  dog  ecosystem probably isn't appropriate.

30 4 It just needs to be done - stop wasting  resources on pests when we have elder

homeless HUMANS

30 9 I would prefer these to be secondary approaches, but I think they would sig nificantly

improve the conflict between ag ricultural tenants and prairie  dog s.

310 Your list of three methods is incomplete. T here are many other methods of lethal control

and ALL of them should be "in OSMP's toolbox" for manag ing  PD's

315 You should evaluate shooting , especially with PCP-style  airg uns. You could probably

make money off of hunts.

318 Do NOT  kill these creatures!!!!
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324 see above comments!

331 I am sorry, but this is all inhumane Bullshit! A bunch of sadists sat around in a room and

came up with this? You g uys would have been better off desig ning  g as chambers for the

Jews during  WW2, than coming  up with "Solutions" to the Prairie  dog  issue!

332 Given the reproduction rate of pd's, lethal control is the only viable solution. T rapping  is

expensive and time consuming .

333 T he prairie  dog s need to be eradicated from the area they do not belong  and then

continual manag ement and follow up practices need to be developed to insure they do

not return

337 Animal cruelty at best. Carbon dioxide and burying  the remaining  prairie  dog s who

survided this?

341 If we can not integ rate sustainable Ag  with a native prairie  ecosyst. then we are in

violation of OSMP Master Plan (MP) p.17 #3 AT T . 7 Killing  by definition is not

sustainable practice, especially when OSMP manag ed land borders irrig ated fields. MP

seems to favor Ag  over wildlife

342 T rapping  and donating  is the coolest idea, but the carbon monoxide techniques would

be much more convenient and surely economic. Not the best for ol' g ia either but hey,

g otta g et the vermin out of cropland.

343 Lethal control with CO with pressurized exhaust is by far the most economical and

effective lethal control. Do you want sustainable ag riculture and carbon sequestration?

T rapping  is very expensive and time consuming , how many millions of dollars do you

have to spend?

345 Anything  less than lethal control does not constitute proper manag ement of our

ag ricultural lands.

346 I am vehemently opposed to using  lethal control ag ainst prairie  dog s, especially since

the driving  force behind their removal is so that cattle  ranchers can more easily use the

land to g raze their cattle . Killing  wildlife  so that consumers can eat beef is unconscionable

to me.

352 It's inhumane - find better options.

353 Lethal options are unacceptable.

354 I strong ly disag ree ag ainst lethal actions taken ag ainst prairie  dog s

355 T his is prairie  dog  habitat. You should never kill or inflict suffering  to any animal because

you want to take over their habitat land.
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356 Pressurized CO exhaust is humane efficient and economical, especially if Boulder buys

machines, has supervisor & g ets seasonal staff- but Boulder will probably hire contractor

because it is more expensive. T rapping  & donating  probably makes Boulder feel g ood

but expensive, less efficient and more stressful to PDs. T rapping  & donate should be

very limited numbers, if at all.

359 I strong ly ag ree that these lethal actions are necessary in order to preserve ecolog ical

balance on OSMP lands.

360 Lethal action is irresponsible  and cruel.

363 T he non-lethal approach has done nothing  to help the open space areas where we walk

with our dog . We have watched the irrig ated lands overcome with the rodents.

365 NO T HEY WILL ONLY DEST ROY AND HURT  EVERYONE AND EVERHING ON T HE LAND

366 I g reatly appreciate prairie  dog s, and would rather not be part of killing  any of them.

However, I also care g reatly about the health of our land, and current prairie  dog

populations on many areas of land is creating  desertification- something  must be done.

Smart separation of pd habitat and irrig ated ag ricultural land mig ht be a crucial part of

the solution

367 Seems like it will be the most effective approach.

371 PERC machines are the answer to provide balance to this conflict. Need sweeping

chang es on how OSMP manag es to preserve Ag  lands. Start manag ing  according  to

objectives in Ag  Plan and Charter so there will be ag riculture for future g enerations.

PDog s are not compatible  with irrig ated land.

373 What irrig ated field? T he ones YOU SELFISH HUMANS BUILT  ON T HESE INOCENT

CREAT URES T ERRIT ORY?!? NO! I say g ive the home back to the prairie  dog s? It's why

animals are better than humans. T hey do not g o around kicking  humans out of their

home so they can take over it.

374 non lethal only please.

378 T hese methods seem like the least damag ing  to other species that live in the same

environment as the prairie  dog s.

380 Humane and effective

381 At this point the overpopulation is at a critical mass. T here are no other approaches that

could make sense here.

383 Interfering  with their ability to reproduce would keep populations down without actively

killing  any animals.
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387 Lethal actions have been the only successful way to remove these rodents for years. It

was the only successful way we eliminated the encroachment of PD's on Gallag her Farm

land when our family still owned the property. In fact, we never had PD's on our property

until the city beg an transferring  the rodents from other properties into our area.

388 Carbon monoxide and carbon dioxide are humane ways to bring  help bring  the

ecosystem back into balance.

389 Lethal control would be the most effective and efficient tool on irrig ated pastures in

providing  balance to the conflict on irrig ated pastures. Desired condition on irrig ated

land = zero acres deg raded by prairie  dog s. Lethal control of prairie  dog s on irrig able

fields is the only way to meet this objective. Prairie  dog s not essential or compatible  with

irrig ated ag .

391 I don't like to kill animals but we are left with no reasonable option as the problem was

not addressed soon enoug h to use non-lethal options. OSMP has not been g ood

stewards of the land that they have purchased and the g rasslands have been ruined and

overrun by prairie  dog s. Now personal property is being  damag ed. Who is liable  for

this??

392 T he only solution is to clear them out completely. I am unhappy about using  carbon

monoxide because it kills everything  in the burrow, but there does not seem to be a

better way.

393 T hey would realistically address the exponential population g rowth of prairie  dog s,

which is the fundamental problem.

396 Reclaim the land and monitor for healthy plant g rowth. Prairie  dog s are very destructive

to ag ricultural land.

397 Lethal methods may be necessary in the near term to bring  the current, exponential

prairie-dog  population g rowth under control.

40 0 Lethal methods are absolutely necessary.

40 1 Lethal control of prairie  dog s on privately-owned Boulder County Nebo Road land since

20 15 has resulted in an approximately 45-percent reduction of prairie  dog  burrows on

these irrig ated ag ricultural lands.

40 6 Do NOT  use carbon dioxide. DO NOT . Carbon dioxide causes pain and suffering  and is

incredibly cruel. Do NOT  use it.

40 7 Even this to me is just a start. It needs to be combined with rejuvenating  the land and

restoring  it in a way that does not invite  Prairie  Dog s back.

414 At this point, it is simply what is necessary. It is not ideal or easy, but we need to. We also

must work hard to prevent this from being  necessary in the future due to desertification,

carbon loss, and irresponsible  leasing .
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421 T his is the most effective method. PDs in CO have developed resistance to their natural

population control check, the plag ue. T hey are not meant to live like this, overpopulated

on deg raded land. We humans have chang ed the landscape to such an extent that PD

context has chang ed. Conscious shame around the effects of human action on the land in

BoCo should drive us, not to g uiltily trying  to "save PDs, but to look for solutions that will

heal the land, let nature correct the ecosystems we have interrupted and harmed, and

empower farmers to assist nature in reg enerating  this land. 10 0 0  acres of OSMP land is

unusable, deg rading , turning  to weeds and dust, sloug hing  water, and falling  to neg lect

because of PDs. We humans have modified this environment to such an extent that it

cannot be left on its own without our facilitation. We have seen what happens when PDs

overpopulate. It is an indication of the imbalance of the ecosystem, an ecosystem so

damag ed that it cannot rig ht itself without human input and manag ement. By manag ing

PD populations with lethal actions, we can most effectively decrease the deg rading

stress on the land so that farmers can access the land to do their ecosystem balancing ,

reg enerative ag riculture work to restore the health of the land. PDs have to g o in order

for that to happen. And we have to shift our lens to see their overpopulation as a

symptom of diseased and distressed land that we are responsible  for fixing .

422 While  I don't like the idea of killing  anything  this approach is more humane and

necessary to help the ecosystem g et back into balance. T hink of how to encourag e

natural predators to keep thing s in balance for the future so we don't have to keep

g oing  around in this circle.

424 Do it with as LIT T LE cost to us (taxpayers)

425 Lethal is best. We are losing  control and effects of ag  land is drastically worsening . Lands

and soils destroyed. Farms leaving . Farmers leaving . Neig hbors suing  due to loss of

crops and land value due to it being  destroyed. T ake ag g ressive action now!

428 CO is the most humane, cost-effective, and likely to be most successful. T rapping  and

donating  is is not humane, the animals would need to remain in quarantine for weeks

before feeding  to ferrets (to rule  out transmission of plag ue)

434 No lethal

435 Ideally, the lethal methods would be delivered by wild native animals-- hawks, coyotes,

ferrets, etc. I don't think prairie  dog s need to eliminated but broug ht back into balance.

436 T he trap and donate would be okay if they are being  used for food. Stay away from the

chemicals plz

439 T he Eag les took care of them also.

446 T hey have a rig ht to live too

450 T his will help control the population to manag eable levels
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451 I think they would contribute to a balanced approach, but probably should be the second

line of defense after other methods prove untenable.

454 After some years of trying  to manag e prairie  dog s with holistic manag ement and

flooding , I have had to reluctantly resort to lethal control on my own land in North

Boulder County to save it from desertification and collapse. I am committed to restoring

hig hly deg raded pasture and preventing  catastrophic soil loss, as is happening  on Open

Space lands, and see that the situation is urg ent. We've broken these lands and

ecosystems, and they won't be healed by do-nothing  preservation. We must take

responsibility for this situation and play a conscious healing  role, even if it means making

difficult decisions. We have altered these prairie  ecolog ies so much that they are out of

balance. T he natural predators of the prairie  dog s can't keep their numbers down, and

the prairie  dog s can't move off their land due to fencing , etc. We must be willing  to serve

as these functions for the ecolog ies since we broke these functions. If we truly love the

land, then we need to do what is necessary and what is rig ht.

461 Culling  seems to be a useful manag ement option, but it is also fairly costly. Would be

best to do this in a way that maintains or increases g enetic diversity of the populations in

question.

462 Non-lethal methods are available  and should be the only method utilized.

475 T his would ensure a timely removal or parrie  dog s from irrig ated ag riculture land.

Populations would be at more sustainable levels sooner

479 SAME MENT ALIT Y T HANT  T OOK OUT  T HE WOLVES AND ARE AT T EMPT ING T O DO

T HE SAME T O COYOT ES WILD HORSES ANYT HING T HAT  GET S IN T HE WAY OF BIG

AG OE "PROGRSS"

480 Stated previously.

481 T he lethal methods listed here are barbaric and uncivilized. T here is no excuse for this.

483 Lethal 'control' measures are inhumane and cruel.

485 Eutjanizing  would immediately reduce the population, provide food for other animals

and save the farmers land. A Win Win.

486 I ag ree with the lethal action - there are too many of them currently

487 I would ag ree with 2 & 3 but not with 1 as it seems inefficient and dang erous for other

burrowing  animals.

490 Any lethal methods are inhumane and damag ing  to the ecosystem. T his should NEVER

be an option.

492 It is unbelievable to me that we are even talking  about this option for a native keystone

species...
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493 Lethal actions are truly repug nant! Humans MUST  learn to live with wildlife . Humans are

the ones that need to be manag ed. Prairie  Dog s are a keystone species, humans are

NOT .

494 T here is nothing  balanced about this. T hese animals play a vital role  in this ecosystem

and slaug htering  them will not solve conflicts. T his is a very narrow minded approach.

495 T hey are rodents and multiply as such. Far too expensive to relocate

498 ABSOLUT ELY NOT

50 0 I believe we as a human race should evolve to not kill all animals that seem to be

"inconvenient" to us. Everything  plays a role  in our ecosystem. I feel strong ly that simply

killing  animals because they are nuisance is not the rig ht thing  to do. We are smarter and

better than that as Coloradans.

50 3 Humans create the conflict.

50 8 T oo expensive

512 Why not build raptor nesting  sites?

514 I am a veterinarian and there are more effective methods of reducing  populations than

lethal actions.

517 Reintroduce Black Footed Ferrets

519 Yes, kill them or help with the diseases they carry.

520 Unfortunately, the past policies have caused a prairie  dog  population explosion which is

causing  countless other problems.

521 See above. We must move beyond the view that it is OK to exterminate inconvenient

species who g et in our way.

522 Cruel to the prairie  dog s and cruel to those who enjoy them.

523 Killing , the creatures has nothing  to do with balance. It has to do with welfare ranchers

who want free land.

524 T his is not balanced for the prairie  dog s, obviously. Humans are invasive, not prairie

dog s. T hey are keystone species and whoever makes decisions to kill them does not

understand their importance or is ig norant enoug h to not care.

534 All the aforementioned controls should be used depending  on location And available

resources. Ferrets do not eat many prairie  dog s in a week's time so will barely make a

dent. It should be used but not exclusively.
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535 In the larg er picture, this is not that big  of a space to keep free of prairie  dog s. I wouldn't

think twice in snap trapping  a rat in my home reg ardless of who was their historically

"first".

537 With deep sadness, I have to ag ree with lethal control.

539 I do not believe any action should be taken to relocate, reduce, or eliminate the

population of prairie  dog s. Increasing  "ag ricultural" land will only further increase a major

contribution to g lobal climate

540 Due to the decline of prairie  dog  population, I cannot ag ree with killing  this valuable

keystone species! Raptor facilities can rehabilitate their animals with other animal

species (rats, mice, rabbits, birds etc). It is mind bog g ling  to think that we need to feed a

dwindling  keystone species to rehabilitate others. NO to lethal control!

541 LEAVE T HE PRAIRIE DOGS T HE FUCK ALONE!!

542 For the same reasons mentioned above, I do not think trapping  and moving  prairie  dog s

is ideal. T hat leaves the carbon monoxide method. While  it is sad to take lethal actions

ag ainst the prairie  dog s, I think the value of the ag ricultural lands (for farmers and carbon

sequestration) potentially makes it worth it. However, I still favor the passive relocation

option over carbon monoxide.

544 If we really are facing  a choice between irrig ated ag riculture and life , then life  should win.

545 I'm all for limiting  the size of any prairie  dog  towns!

546 Killing  the Prairie  Dog s certainly resolves the conflict; but that does not mean it is the

best way forward. Ag ain, the form of the question is problematic. You should g et a "yes"

it effectively reduces conflict; but the question is whether that is the best action to take.

550 I am so sickened my tax dollars mig ht be spent on this. It is horrific. Please don't do this.

Have you seen how they die? T he pain in unforg veable.

554 Absolutely disg usting !! How can you feel comfortable with these lethal actions. It makes

me sick!! Especially the people you hire to do it. You don't have to see these poor

animals die  because you hide in your offices until it is all over. T hen you return to the

sterile  land feeling  ok about what you have done and now the farmers are happy. With

this approach we will live in a sterile  environment with nothing  on it. While  this means

ease and money for farmers it is a despicable way to live on this planet. With all the

money in OSMP create areas that in fact don't HAVE to be used for anything  but wildlife

habitat. Why do we as humans have to touch EVERY SINGLE piece of land and do

something  with it!? We don't. Empty land is actually a g ood thing . I thoug ht OSMP used

to think this way but it is becoming  clear that your values are chang ing  due to the

pressures of more and more people moving  into the state. Have a backbone and do the

rig ht thing !
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556 T his approach I ag ree with most as I have worked as a wildlife  technician manag ing

prairie  dog s for the County in the past using  this suite  of manag ement tools. Phosphine

g as being  the only exception which was used winter & spring .

563 T he "balanced approach" is to leave the prairie  dog s alone! Lethal methods are cruel,

and the OSMP tries to convince citizens that they are not cruel. I witnessed first-hand the

results of lethal methods used to murder innocent prairie  dog s. T hey die  a slow,

ag onizing  death.

565 I the last 4 decades I have seen Boulder chang e so dramatically. We can not be a tech

city, an ag ricultural city, and an open space city. We have to choose, the 3 are not

compatible  and the reason people love Boulder is for its wildlife!!!

566 I am strong ly opposed to killing  prairie  dog s to promote ag riculture

568 definitely effective, should be a last resort

570 It is shameful and disg usting  that in this day and ag e, the city and county of Boulder would

even be considering  lethal means.

571 Using  killing  to "reduce conflict" is a very wild west approach. T he big g est problem isn't

the wildlife . T he big g est problem is the mentality that people are entitled to kill off

native species, on land that is publicly owned, for private profit.

572 Can't support lethal methods in any case.

574 While  CO is more humane, CO2 used for donation prog rams has been proven to not be

humane methods of killing . Check with veterinary papers to find this info. However, it is

irresponsible  to use lethal control on declining  native keystone species. Ag ain, a slippery

slope towards easy killing  to easily solve problems not created by a native species, but

our misuse of these lands for g enerations. Killing  is not the answer!

576 Why does everything  end with killing ? Why kill them, when you can relocate them. I think

it is just plain murder.

580 Of the above options the only one that I could somewhat support is the black-footed

ferret and

583 T he problem is way too many prairie  dog s, and I see this as the only viable way to deal

with the problem, without just shoving  the problem onto another property.

585 I feel that we can do much better than use lethal methods. T his was land that belong  to

the wild creatures before it was ours to manag e, and considering  lethal methods of

control is heinous, in my opinion. If there is land that is being  irrig ated for ag riculture and

is also open space, I feel that the needs of the wild creatures and that people who enjoy

open space, especially to be around the wild creatures, should take precedence over

the needs of whoever is benefiting  from the ag riculture.
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587 Some availability of lethal control is essential to keep lands usable for ag riculture.

588 Once ag ain, it's immoral to kill a native species in the name of human development. T his

is a dang erous precedent for all Colorado wildlife .

589 Why are we irrig ating  OSMP land? I'd rather have raptors (as we do now) and prairie

dog s.

590 Let natural predators be the control. You're asking  all of the wrong  questions!!!

591 i am not in favor of using  tax payer dollars to kill wildlife  on public lands, especially at the

scale  (thousands of animals) being  considered
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ResponseID Response

24 T he idea that "irrig able land" is somehow benefiting  the community has yet to be

proved. What will be g rown there? Feed for cattle? Sug ar beets? Alfalfa?

35 targ et shooting  or whatever is least costly

42 Your stupid prariedog  fences don't work! Who's telling  you they work? T he g uy selling

you the material?

43 ot

48 You first need to make sure your approach is balanced and I do not believe it is.

Ag riculture prevails on most lands and the notion that just because it is irrig ated that we

can NEVER let it not be irrig ated is antiquated and damag ing  to the environment.

49 Prairie  Dog s are destructive and a plag ue to urban areas. T he destruction of the

g rasslands in ag ricultural or other open space areas is catastrophic. T he amount of

resources spent on manag ing  prairie  dog  populations is irresponsible.

51 Costly and not sustainable.

55 Need to chang e the way the land is manag ed, including  the plant community to make it

less desirable to prairie  dog  occupation. T he other tactics do help.

66 T hese methods should be tried and assessed.

67 T his is expensive, temporary, and has the potential to impact burrowing  owls.

70 I ag ree with keeping  them out completely.

73 Prairie  dog s should have access to native habitats

77 I still think it's better to just kill them. Adding  fabric, metal and wire mesh are a lot of work

and money and there's no g uarantee the prairie  dog s won't g et around the barriers.

78 Far too expensive, and a waste of resources.

86 Doesn't work.

87 let them be. population densities will rise  and fall let that happen. you may see some

boulder county populations increase but on a reg ional and national scale  humans have

devastated this species.

91 Expensive and ineffective. Kill and remove 3/4s in the prairie  Rodents dog s as cheaply

and as effectively as possible.

10. Do you have any comments on whether these exclusion actions would best
contribute to a balanced approach for reducing conflict between prairie dogs and
irrigated agriculture?
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94 PD fencing  is expensive, ug ly, and ineffective.

97 PDs are excellent burrowers under all kinds of barriers. Effective barriers, such as metal

walls, make for an ug ly landscape and restrict the movement of other animals.

110 T his is the best option to keep prairie  dog s alive (along  with other species that depend

on them).

114 I'm concerned that these methods aren't effective and are not cost effective.

121 You know, the way you keep wording  the questions is really not optimal. I'm not a

scientist. I can't tell you what's g oing  to help reduce conflict, only whether or not I ag ree

with the planned actions. Makes this whole thing  a waste of time for all of us because

you're fundamentally asking  the wrong  questions.

122 T hese methods sound expensive; I would wonder how effective they really are.

130 As long  as you do not kill them and set aside areas for them to live.

132 If it is pretty likely that these barriers work then that's g ood. Invest in something  that will

work the first time.

135 Prairie  dog s should be g iven priority on these lands, not irrig ated crops for the profit of

a few.

136 Private land owners can eng ag e in such methods if they choose. OSMP needs to

prioritize preserving  the ecosystem of our city, of which prairie  dog s are a keystone

species.

139 Please do relocation of the prairie  dog s instead of extermination

143 T he public should NOT  be using  rapidly dwindling  water sources and prairie  land to help

a few ranchers profit and ship their products out of state.

147 Please use this method if you insist on doing  this.

149 Relocation is still the best option.

152 Althoug h temporary, these methods would at least buy time until the city could find open

space to move the prairie  dog s to.

154 T his is an encroachment on natural habitat that should not be considered.

ResponseID Response

City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks 
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP Occupied by Prairie Dogs 
Engagement Window 2 Compendium of Community Input

Page 79



155 T houg h barriers are more humane than lethal controls, they require sig nificant funds to

install and more importantly, to maintain. Unless there is a solid budg et to maintain

fencing , this option is next to worthless.

160 By excluding  prairie  dog s, where would they be able to colonize?

163 I approved of this if the prairie  dog s' lives are spared and they are treated humanely

and with respect.

168 Exclusion is better than execution.

169 T hey need to be protected and the land set aside for them

176 Barricading  animals in unnatural seclusion can doom a colony to destruction in case of

emerg ency, disaster, population g rowth etc. And preventing  animals from interacting

with other colonies endang ers the entire species.

180 You keep insisting  this is irrig atable land. It's natural prairie  land-- something  we all must

work tog ether to protect and keep in it's natural habitat. T here is a severe water

shortag e, droug ht conditions in CO. Why are we even considering  allowing  irrig ation to

benefit a few ranchers, over protecting  natural resources?

182 Once ag ain if possibly used in limited areas but once you start who knows how far and

ridiculous this potential becomes. It would work 4 marg ins and only if it small prescribed

quantities.

183 T hese existing  prairie  dog  habitats should be preserved, not eliminated.

186 Fencing  mig ht work, but prairie  dog s are part of our eg o system too

187 I'm not sure how effective these methods are but we should try them.

188 T hese actions are preferable to lethal means of removal.

191 Seriously flawed. Really ?

193 Better in the short run, but native g rasslands with prairie  dog s, bison, mig ration corridors

are needed in the long  run to restore the g reat carbon sink that is a biodiverse

g rassland. Prairie  dog s also increase the transpiration cycle. Creating  rain & recharg ing

underg round aquifers.

195 Once ag ain you slip in lethal methods. History shows a check and balance with native

wildlife  and their relationship with land. T he burrows provide a natural aeration and the

prairies of yesteryear show it.

196 T he Prarie  dog s shouldn't be excluded from PUBLIC lands!
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199 Barrier implementation is very expensive and will require resources to monitor and

maintain this infrastructure in the long  term. T his infrastructure also inhibits other wildlife

movement, may chang e the "g rassland" habitat dynamic (via use of trees and shrubs),

and cause sig nificant disturbance to the lands during  installation and maintenance.

20 1 Let the prairie  dog s live in T HEIR homes.

20 4 we have too many of them concentrated in small areas I think. Unless the raptors are in

need of that many? I think removal is best.

20 6 T his is better than lethal action.

20 8 Veg etative barriers are accceptable to me in my own evaluation of OS manag ement and

visitors enjoyment - but I o not see these would be effective (from seeing  the expansion

of several prairie  dog  colonies.

210 it works and does not include killing

223 T hese do not address the problem well enoug h and they need to be lethally removed.

230 Ag ain, prairie  dog s are essential in g rasslands, not livestock or ranchers.

233 Barriers, and certainly native planting s, do not prevent prairie  dog s from mig rating . It can

readily be seen as you drive by the areas already populated with prairie  dog s.

238 Stop catering  to farmers and ranchers who think they deserve to use all 'irrig able

ag ricultural fields'. Prairie  dog s are intellig ent, innocent, sentient being s.

239 Irrig ated ag riculture comes first. We are losing  hug e tracts of irrig ated farmland to

development as it is-we can't afford to tip toe around the noxious prairie  dog s. T hey

don't appear to be controlable as far as I've observed.

242 DO NOT  KILL OR REMOVE WILDLIFE LET  NAT URE T AKE IT 'S COURSE LET  T HEIR

NAT URAL PREDAT ORS DO T HEIR JOBS ST OP KILLING WILDLIFE

247 T hese methods can slow recolonization down, but they are not effective. Prairie  dog s

will return and recolonize in spite  of the fence. You have learned this over and over on

OSMP properties, and I don't g et why you don't have the courag e to say so.

252 We have wat hed your exclusion methods FAIL for years. T hey are NOT  working ! Leg al

control is the only way to address this horrible  problem you've created by letting  the

prairie  dog s breed and g et out of control. T he soil is being  denuded and you are letting

irrig ated properties become moonscapes. T he City Of Boulder is a horrible  neig hbor.

We homeowners in the county abhor your policies. You must enforce lethal control. T hat

is the only way to g et this problem under control. You have allowed this to Escalate over

the last decade. You should be ashamed of yourselves. We will control is the only way

we are g oing  to g et our irrig ated fields back.
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255 Barriers are ineffective. Rig ht now, many of your barriers are keeping  prairie  dog s on

irrig ated parcels producing  more damag e, others are easily circumvented by pdog s and

they mig rate to private property and cause damag e to neig hbors.

256 Barriers do not work.

259 I have personally observed how ineffective these barriers are to animal movement and

recolonization.

260 T hey are a helpful supplement to lethal control.

261 Doubt that it would work with any real long  term control/effect

265 My neig hbor was forced to put up mesh barrier to keep the prairie  dog s from coming  in

from City owned property onto her hay fields and it does not work!

266 Is there evidence that this can actually work? I feel like it mig ht be a lot of effort and

there's a g ood chance it would fail.

267 Avoid areas with prairie  dog s at all costs. Please stop infiltrating  on their space.

269 Please use materials that will not breakdown, such as the cloths used on the past.

276 too little  and too late to be effective

279 T here's a place for these, but they are not a substitute for lethal control of prairie  dog s

that successfully breach the barriers.

280 Methods should be non lethal...best to respect the wildlife ...and their habitat.

283 T his is the log ical approach once the prairie  dog s are removed from the irrig ated land.

285 Send homeless folks out and g ive them a bounty.

287 Probably this works sometimes, but it seems expensive

295 Prairie  dog s are a keystone species to Colorado and should be able to live wherever

they naturally resides and wish to reside, under any circumstance. T he prairie  dog

population should be controlled naturally, by predators like coyotes and wolves.

Economic values should not trump Environmental and ethical values.

298 i love this idea but see implementation almost impossible

299 Prevention is g ood. I don't have any experience with effectiveness.

30 0 Ag ree with quote on p.37," long -term success of removal relies upon some means to

slow or halt recolonization." Barriers are important as is the approach of balancing

landscape connectivity/wildlife  corridors and Prairie  Dog  (PD) exclusion
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30 3 T heir is no conflict. Prairie  dog s love and need irrig able lands and we need prairie  dog s.

30 4 No. Extermination is most effective. Spend money on HUMANS

30 5 I fear fabric, metal and wire barriers will be insufficient protection

30 9 Prevention of prairie  dog  conflict is key, either before colonization or after removal, to

avoid the cost of removal efforts.

310 Ain't no method of physical barriers that have ever or will ever work.

314 I have seen very little  positive effect of the barriers.

324 still more options we have not yet discovered - lets keep trying

331 Let the critters be! Don't try and enforce Border Control methods a la T rump!

332 Exclusion is not a g ood solution. How much money have we already spent on exclusion

and non-lethal control only to see the problem reappear, over and over ag ain. Exclusion

mig ht be a temporary, short-term tool to keep adjacent colonies from from mig rating  to

recently eradicated colonies until the adjacent colonies can be eliminated too.

333 Whatever it takes to first, g et rid of them on the lands they are not suppose to be on,

irrig ated, and then insure they are not coming  back. Ong oing  manag ement will need to

be in place to insure the prog ram is working .

335 Use only non-plastic materials, if necessary

337 It would provide "balance" between wildlife  and their habitat and ag ricultural activities

341 Exclusion ok, but must balance lost habitats due to urban development in other parts of

Boulder with ag riculture needs. Living  in a different Boulder landscape today than in

20 0 0 . T his is why irrig ated fields and urban development need to be tied up tog ether in

prairie  dog  manag ement draft

342 Something  veg etation based would be really neat. Definitely the most economic option,

and if plants with deep and dense enoug h roots were used it would decrease the

likelihood of burrowing  beneath.

343 T his cannot be a primary defense. Barriers help but will not fix the conflict without lethal

control.
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345 T hey have been costly and ineffective. T he sooner that our staff can be transparent

about these failures, the sooner we can support staff in making  the difficult but only

effective choice of lethal control on ag ricultural lands.

346 I am in favor of this proposal as long  as lethal methods are not used. However, I an not

g enerally in favor of using  irrig able lands to allow farmers to g raze their cattle . Animal

ag riculture is one the leading  causes of g lobal warming . As a forward-thinking  city,

Boulder should not be supporting  this.

355 T his is prairie  dog  habitat. You should never kill or inflict suffering  to any animal because

you want to take over their habitat land.

356 Barriers are not a solution to the conflict of PDs on irrig ated field. Removal is the solution.

Barriers can be used with or after removal. Has Boulder ever considered putting

barriers on protected Pd areas to keep them from mig rating ?

359 I think we just don't have enoug h OSMP land to accommodate uncontrolled populations

of prairie  dog s, when females have litters of 6 pups each year. We can try to keep them

on limited parcels, but the population g rows too fast to be sustainable - either plag ue will

come, the prairie  dog s will starve, or they will break throug h the barriers.

362 not sure if all would work. I would not like to see a bajillion fences across OSMP land.

mig ht be harmful to other roaming  animals & their ability to move about.

363 It is a g reat idea but how effective have fences been? It is time to reduce the population

and g et some balance back to the open space. Get rid of the rodents. Where are the

predators that mig ht eat them?

366 Developing  effective exclusion methods is crucial for a long -term solution to the

problem of prairie  dog s moving  into irrig ated ag ricultural land. It is quite  possible  that

creating  wide hedg erows (including  native and non-native plants, creating  pollinator and

bird habitat....) is the only long  term solution. Fences/barriers will be needed until these

hedg erows g row tall, wide and dense enoug h. Locating  these hedg erows along

irrig ation ditches would create a double barrier, as well as provide some indirect soil

moisture to support the hedg erow plants.

371 Barriers are rather ineffective and expensive. Can be used after pDog s have been

removed by lethal control to try help prevent recolonization but OSMP will always need

to monitor and continually remove pdog s. Use barriers to keep pdog s ON suitable

habitat like HCAs & protected areas.

373 Yes I DO! ST OP BUILDING ON T HESE INNOCENT  CREAT URES T ERRIT ORY FOR GOD

SAKE!!! YOU PEOPLE ARE T HE ONES T HAT  NEED T O BE REMOVED OUT  OF T HEIR

T ERRIT ORY!!!!!

378 T hese methods seem to work, sometimes... not as affective as lethal control. If used, the

people leasing  land from the City, should not have to pay for these methods.
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381 Keeping  some areas in tact for prairie  dog s makes sense, but there needs to be an

overall process for complete removal in irrig ated fields.

383 Sounds expensive to implement in relation to actual on-the-g round success rate

385 Ag ain, too many PDs to do this economically.

389 Barriers can be used in conjunction with lethal removal but do not work as the only tool

to reduce the conflict.

392 I have heard neig hbors od Open Space properties say that the barriers do not work

very well.

397 I ag ree that exclusion methods will keep the majority of prairie  dog s away from irrig able

lands. However, I have two concerns: 1) the g oal here is to limit conflict between prairie-

dog s and human activities. Limiting  access to to irrig able lands is only a first step to

achieving  that g oal. 2) will the exclusion actions prevent colonization of only city and

county lands?; or will private farmers benefit from this process also?

40 1 T he City of Boulder would need to install metal and wire mesh barriers along  entire

property line boundaries shared with private property irrig ated ag ricultural lands. In

addition, metal/wire mesh barriers would need to be installed between OSMP lands that

have already been destroyed by prairie  dog  colonies and adjacent OSMP leased lands

that are still economically sustainable irrig ated ag ricultural land.

40 2 Barriers can be useful in some situations, but those situations are limited, and barriers

are expensive. We should provide them where our prairie  dog s are invading

neig hboring  properties. T hey are also helpful in preventing  recolonization.

40 6 If the prairie  dog s must be moved -- and that is probably debatable -- exclusionary

actions are effective and humane.

40 7 T o me the most important is restoration to the native landscapes. Bring ing  back tall

g rasses will provide an ecolog ical, and ag ricultural positive impact that should help keep

PDs away.

410 T he most important way to reduce pd is to remove pd's from an area of both private

and public lands to remove the sources from which they can repopulate. Exclusion

sug g ests private and public lands will have to deal with displaced pds.

411 Waste of resources

414 It seems balanced, yes.

417 I am really not competent to answer the question. It will depend on cost and

effectiveness, still needs control the pop. size. I would love to see an appropriate size

parcel desig ned to serve as a pilot for this method.
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420 I worry that OSMP has more financial resources than the averag e farmer/landowner and

that this well end up pushing  prairie  dog  colonies into the laps of neig hboring  properties

without the resources to implement similar methods.

421 T hese actions stem from a misplaced belief that humans can mitig ate our harm if only we

are well-intended enoug h. We cannot out-innovate nature. PDs will invariably g et

around our attempts to exclude. Instead of continuing  to treat the symptom, we oug ht to

holistically treat the disease. Instead of trying  to manag e and control PDs, we should

treat the ecolog ical imbalance, which means lethally removing  PDs from the land so it

can heal.

424 T hese may work for a year or so....but you can see barriers all over that have just

become an eyesore and a reminder of wasted money. You have let them become such a

HUGE overpopulation problem that larg e scale  lethal will have to be implemented and

maintained. Just like the elk.

425 Balance is not attainable. Ask those who have used barriers. Poor effectiveness.

Expensive. Maintenance.

426 T he prairie  dog s will still mig rate from the non-irrig able lands - the breeding  g rounds- to

the irrig able lands. T he barriers will help but they will still mig rate. We g et a lot coming

down the irrig ation ditches as the water flows throug h their colonies.

428 Prairie  dog s are adept at g etting  around barriers. Native planting s may help, but the

fabric, metal, and wire mesh barriers are ug ly and adversely affect other wildlife .

435 I'd hope native planting s would work, but don't know about this. A network of exclusion

fences all over sounds awful-- and I doubt it'd work. As I ride my horse around, I've seen

how PDs can expand into areas where they're not wanted.

451 Exclusion should be the first priority in a defense ag ainst prairie  dog s.

454 I have seen prairie  dog s cross many types of exclusion barriers. Anyone who pays

attention can see it. It is a very temporary "fix."

461 Exclusion seems like a never ending  battle  that will g enerally be lost by OSMP.

462 T hey should be tried before lethal methods are even considered.

465 T hese methods do not work!

475 Prairie  dog s need to be removed in a timely manner to decrease their neg ative impact

on the land and in turn the ranchers who rely on the land for the livelihood. Damag e

caused by prairie  dog s also needs to be reduced in a timely manner

478 It sounds lovely but we already know that it doesn't work

479 LEAVE T HEM ALONE
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481 T hese methods have been known to work.

483 Some barrier methods providing  it does not result in lethal termination of the species.

485 Putting  up barriers only makes the Prairie  Rodents g o other places, it doesn't reduce the

population.

487 Irrig ated lands deserve protection if we are two preserve ag riculture in Boulder County

490 Where do we expect these animals to live if we are constantly diminishing  the land

available  for them to live on? Yes some smaller areas need to have fencing  or plants, but

this should be very minimal in size.

492 I support any non-lethal option including  barriers as long  as the prairie  dog s also have

their own land available.

493 Native planting s are the ONLY acceptable option. Praire dog s are not the invaders,

humans are.

494 T his has one of the better potentials of working  well and providing  a balanced approach

to this issue.

495 You can't keep the little  varmints out with barriers.

498 You are asking  the wrong  questions. Do NOT  exclude prairie  dog s. Exclude ag riculture.

50 2 T he barrier installed on Monarch and 55th have already blown down three times, at

least, look heinous, and have not stopped the prairie  dog s from entering  the property.

50 8 too expensive and temporary.

521 If there are areas where prairie  dog s are not to be allowed, it makes sense to keep

them out in the 1st place.

523 T he actual reading  clearly state that relocation and exclusion aren't g oing  to work. So I

g uess we're g oing  to have to kill them back to that. Doublespeak.

534 T hese exclusions should be tried only after removal has been successfully implemented.

T hen exclusion methods can be tried & studied to see if they work before assuming

success. .

539 I do not believe any action should be taken to relocate, reduce, or eliminate the

population of prairie  dog s. Increasing  "ag ricultural" land will only further increase a major

contribution to g lobal climate

541 LEAVE T HE PRAIRIE DOGS T HE FUCK ALONE!!
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542 While  metal fences/ barriers may be effective, they are likely an eyesore on the

landscape. T he native planting s option seems preferable, especially considering  the

additional benefits of plants (carbon sequestration) and the many inputs required for

creating  barriers that are avoided (metal extraction, energ y in manufacturing ,

transportation). Plus, a barrier has no added benefits once installed.

545 T he prairie  dog s will find away to g et where there's a g ood source and expand their

territory, which is a natural thing  for them to do. So, eliminate them by lethal means.

546 Ag ain- leading  question. T he barriers should reduce conflict if they work; Will they

protect the Prairie  Dog s?

550 Exclusion is better than g assing  but it's still inhumane to keep them from their orig inal

homes without support.

552 Hig h cost

554 How about preventing  the colonization of humans on open land? Seriously. We always

make way for development. Boulder is the last bastion of open space as everywhere

else is doing  everything  they can to build, build, build. T ake a stand ag ainst

development. Save land for the sake of saving  land!!!

563 T he only 'exclusion' actions I ag ree with are ones that do not harm, scare, disorient, or

upset the prairie  dog s.

565 Ask any rancher, traditionally their land has always been occupied by 10 % to 15% prairie

dog s. It is part of living  out here in the west.

570 T his seems like a more reasonable approach that does not harm animals.

571 Exclusion should should definitely be the preferred method over killing .

572 T hey seem reasonable, as long  as they don't directly result in prairie  dog  deaths.

574 T his non-lethal method is an acceptable form of conflict resolution. We moved into the

prairie  dog 's home territory, not the other way around. Since barriers do not include

lethal control and allow for this declining  native species to continue their keystone role  in

their native environment, this along  with relocation and passive measures is vital for

successful actions toward not having  these conflicts reoccur.

583 Where are the excluded prairie  dog s g oing  to g o? T o some other property! Ag ain, this

isn't addressing  the root of the problem, only a symptom.

585 As I've stated before, it seems to me that whoever is benefiting  from this ag riculture

should not have their needs considered above the needs of those in joying  open space,

especially the creatures who live on it
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587 Exclude when possible. Once prairie  dog s are inhabiting  leased irrig ated acreag e, use a

combination of lethal and nonlethal measures to restore conditions to state that makes

irrig ated ag  possible.

589 NON LET HAL. No dog s. No drowning  with irrig ation.

590 What a waste of money is building  walls! I'm very opposed to dog s and drowning .

Perhaps encourag ing  coyotes instead of introducing  dog s.

591 barriers are helpful and should be installed with volunteer help to reduce costs in areas

to prevent reoccupation of prairie  dog s post relocation. also, what does paula schuler

need? would a barrier help her?

ResponseID Response

City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks 
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP Occupied by Prairie Dogs 
Engagement Window 2 Compendium of Community Input

Page 89



ResponseID Response

27 Carbon sequestration probably does not do much. I farm veg etables and have had land

with prairie  dog s on it. T hey died from plag ue and by closing  burrows and irrig ating

healthy crops they did not come back.

35 Keep the prairie  dog s off as the waste of spending  tax money on protecting  them at our

expense was futile  and illog ical Grow food for humans.

41 Prioritize carbon sequestration

42 You should lease the g round and pay the lessee to fix it. I've seen how open space does

stuff, it'll never g et done! All you do is talk about doing  it. But first you'll have to do a

study to see if you need a study to talk about doing  something .

43 t is imperative we restore our lands for production and g razing  along  with soil

conservation and weed manag ement

47 Strong ly favor soil health measures such as cover crops, reduced tillag e, etc.

48 Ag ain, you are fig hting  ag ainst nature to irrig ate lands that should never have been

irrig ated! Get out of the wheel and make real chang e by taking  these lands out of the

irrig ated rotation. T he world is burning  folks! Stop doing  the same old thing  and stop

excluding  and killing

49 Prairie  Dog s are destructive and a plag ue to urban areas. T he destruction of the

g rasslands in ag ricultural or other open space areas is catastrophic. T he amount of

resources spent on manag ing  prairie  dog  populations is irresponsible.

51 Ag ree, but only if lethal control methods are made much more ag g ressive, such as g as

pills or something  similar.

70 Restore the land and rid it permanently of prairie  dog s

75 Restore irrig able lands previously occupied by prairie  dog s.

77 I think it would help, but it's expensive and should be the cost of the people who own the

ag riculture fields. I think spending  money on just closing  up the burrows on OSMP land

where there is no ag riculture is a waste of money.

86 Unless you are willing  to kill prairie  dog s they will be back - "closing  vacant burrows" has

no meaning  - they will dig  it out in minutes. Prairie  dog s destroy ecosystems.

87 reveg etation of the land with native g enetically appropriate plant species would be

valuable to pollinators birds and wildlife  and should be pursued.

13. Do you have any comments on whether these restoration actions would best
contribute to a balanced approach for reducing conflict between prairie dogs and
irrigated agriculture?
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91 Sounds g ood.

94 Restoration is important, but it doesn't reduce conflict.

97 PLEASE make the restoration and conservation of soil health and overall land the priority

rather than preserving  one cute species.

121 T he way you've worded the questions is not optimal. I'm not a scientist. I can't tell you

what's g oing  to help reduce conflict, only whether or not I ag ree with the planned

actions. Makes this whole thing  a waste of time for all of us because you're asking  the

wrong  questions.

122 Extremely important to make the most of carbon sequestration and healthy soil

techniques for the long  term.

130 So how would you vacate burrows to beg in with? It a;; depends on if prairie  dog s are

executed. I have seen Coot Lake - Boulder Reserver area. I see only a portion of the

land was destroyed, and the prairie  dog  posts are bag  on. T hat I can accept.

135 If you really want to "restore" these lands, the prairie  dog s must be there. Start

reseeding  the land and weeding  it. If you are converting  this land to ag riculture it is

dishonest to call it restoration.

136 Abandoned burrows provide vital homes for species like burrowing  owls and black-

footed ferrets. T his is part of the normal ecosystem and should be preserved by OSMP.

143 T he public should NOT  be using  rapidly dwindling  water sources and prairie  land to help

a few ranchers profit and ship their products out of state.

147 Prairie  dog s are the natural occupants, so restoration is not what you are doing .

152 Prairie  dog s and how they clip the veg etation and dig  burrows and add dropping s to the

soil is the natural state of the land. By "restoring " it, you are altering  the topog raphy and

veg etation to human needs, not wildlife  needs.

155 It will take a long  time and concerted effort to restore land. I've seen prairie  dog s turn

once-beautiful fields into rubble.

159 T he prairie  dog s are my first concern!

160 I'm not sure how this would work as the prairie  dog s wouldn't know to not use the land.

163 I am okay with this providing  the property is already vacant of prairie  dog s.

169 T hese are public lands and they should be shared with wildlife

172 Let the prairie  dog s be and let nature do it's this. I thoug ht that was the point of the

OSMP.

ResponseID Response

City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks 
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP Occupied by Prairie Dogs 
Engagement Window 2 Compendium of Community Input

Page 91



176 Even if they left of their own accord, which is unlikely to say the least, nature knows best

how to revitalize an area. Our attempts can bring  unintended disastrous consequences.

178 Anything  to save them.

180 T his has nothing  to do with "balance". Getting  rid of one side to benefit another isn't

balanced. It's natural prairie  land-- something  we all must work tog ether to protect and

keep in it's natural habitat. Our water resources need protecting .

182 You mig ht want to irrig ate/g room portions of this and help the restoration of natural

species and then provide elevated nature trails from recycled materials so that people

can g o and view the prairie  dog s with appropriate explanatory sig nag e.

183 T he existing  prairie  dog  habitats should be preserved.

187 Yes, all efforts contribute to a balanced effort.

188 T he prairie  dog s are native to the area and should be allowed to remain. Efforts to

reveg etate and increase carbon sequestration would be beneficial.

191 T his is ridiculous to do. Leave the habitat alone! We need keystone species like prairie

dog s for the health of all the land!

193 If cows are on the land, let them cohabitate with PDs, do extreme manag ed g razing .

Cows are not healthy for this climate, this soil, these native g rasses. Gerardo Ceballos

has run studies showing  that cows do not break leg s. Soil restoration here must include

PDs.

196 I'm not sure what the rig ht answer to this issue is but, I do know that killing  a an animal

that was on these public lands, already, is wrong ! Stop killing  the Prarie  dog s! T hey

should be protected!

199 Restorative and reg enerative ag ricultural practices need to be explored and

implemented to better manag e these frag ile  ag ricultural ecosystems in the semi-arid

west. Increasing  the health of these lands and systems will discourag e recolonization and

increase ecosystems services

20 1 Ag ain, prairie  dog s' homes are T HEIR homes. Leave them be!!!!!!!!!

20 6 T he term "restore" in this context is the opposite  of the word's actual meaning . Prepping

land for ag riculture is not restoration. Prairie  dog s are native species. T he land they

occupy is not in need of restoration.

210 should be implemented in some areas

223 T he lands are destroyed and in safe because of the amount of holes in the g round.
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230 Prairie  dog s are essential in g rasslands and have a rig ht to public lands, not livestock or

ranchers.

238 See my previous comment

239 I would like to see restoration to more land than just irrig ated farmland. Prairie  dog

infested land is ruined land. T heir only value in my opinion is food for raptors or other

predators.

245 Prioritize use of native seed/plant materials and local sources (for g enetic similarity to

local native flora).

247 T his is putting  the cart before the horse. You must clear the land of PD's, g uarantee that

you can keep it clear, before you should even consider restoration. You have proved

that already on the Bennett property. Restoration without removal is a hug e waste of

money and time.

252 You must enforce lethal control if you were to restore the irrig ated land. Irrig ating  alone

is not g oing  to remedy the situation. T hey just leave the field while  the field is being

irrig ated, and then they move rig ht back in. Get in line with the county's policy!! Lethal

Control!

255 need to g et started on this prog ram as soon as possible, remove the pdog s from

irrig ated parcels

259 to the extent feasible, restoration is important to make property more appropriate for

other uses, including  ag ricultural production.

260 T his is essential to restoring  healthy lands g iven the unnatural infestation of prairie  dog s

that was allowed to occur.

261 I would like to believe that these actions would be effective!!

265 T he prairie  dog s still need to be eliminated by lethal methods.

269 As much as we would like the land to be as it was before humans set foot here, we are

here, we depend on ag riculture for our food. More g rown locally means less shipping ,

and lowers are carbon footprint.

271 Add biochar in addition to other methods. It helps the soil and takes carbon out of

circulation permanently (for all practical purposes)

272 I ag ree with re-establishing  farming  on irrig able land that has been taken over by prairie

dog s (i.e . Hartenag le farm on Valmont). It will make the land no long er appealing  to

colonies. So, start working  the land ag ain and irrig ation. Cheap and very effective.

276 Still very costly and takes a lot of time but in addition, the prairie  dog s need to continue

to be denied access by lethal means most likely.
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279 All this makes g ood sense only if the prairie  dog s have been successfully eliminated first

and provision is made for prompt and effective control, including  lethal, of any new

prairie  dog  arrivals.

280 Ag ree if the animals are not harmed.

283 T his is g ood in principle  but probably very expensive to g et back to g ood ag riculture

land. Weeds such as cheat g rass and bindweed will be very hard to control. T here is

potential herbicide control of bindweed now.

285 If irrig ating  would help move them out, do so. Like the 20 13 flood!

287 Land rehab is worth doing

295 Prairie  dog s are a keystone species and should not be killed under any circumstance.

Economic values should not trump Environmental and ethical values.

299 I don't consider this restoration. You're misusing  the word and concept.

30 0 HOWEVER it depends on 1)Ag  potential of land and 2) What Ag ? Cattle  are #1 Ag

source of g reenhouse g ases. Per yr. 1 cow belches 220 lbs of methane, 28x more

potent in warming  atmosphere than CO2. Not in line with Boulder Climate Chang e

policy. Plant crops

30 2 All excellent interventions.

30 3 Any public lands that can be "restored" to suitable prairie  dog  habitat should be.

30 9 T he cost to bring  affected land back to being  able to cultivate should not fall to the

ag ricultural tenants.

310 Restoring  land "previously occupied by PDs" will need to use methods far more

ag g ressive than the nice little  list you have offered. If you don't clear the PD's out 10 0 %

and keep on top of it -- a multi-year commitment -- your restoration efforts will be

wasted.

314 It's g oing  to take a lot of work and money to rebuild the lands that have been overrun by

prairie  dog s, but if something  is not done soon, the damag e and expense will g row

exponentially

318 I don't see the need to add more ag riculture.

331 Conflict...is this real conflict or made up conflict? We are talking  about animals that have

occupied WAY more land throug hout history than they do now. Do humans have to take

over Everything ?

332 All of these options are essential to restoring  soil health, and then ag ricultural suitability.
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333 All lands that have prairie  dog s on them, irrig ated lands, need to be prioritized and re

veg etation prog rams need to start asap.

335 Use lands for carbon farming

337 I ag ree only if these areas were not vacated by exterminating  prairie  dog s

341 Restoration has nothing  to do directly with prairie  dog  manag ement since by default

they long er occupy the land and thus there is no conflict!

343 Bad question. Restoration will not reduce the conflict btwn irr Ag  & PDs. REMOVAL by

lethal control will reduce the conflict, restoration is the step that MUST  be taken after the

PDs are removed.

345 If staff would be willing  to share the true cost and efficacy of these restoration actions,

we as a community could deal with the reality of this terrible  problem, desertifying  our

public ag ricultural lands.

355 T his is prairie  dog  habitat. You should never kill or inflict suffering  to any animal because

you want to take over their habitat land.

356 Removal by lethal control followed by restoration will reduce the conflict. Real

manag ement and true stewardship will contribute to a balanced approach, something

Boulder has been ig noring  for well over a decade.

359 It is impossible  to irrig ate lands that have prairie  dog  burrow, since the water just runs

down the holes. Reveg etating  areas will just provide an invitation for the prairie  dog s to

move back in. Closing  old burrows won't stop prairie  dog s from building  new ones.

360 I would need more time to read and understand

366 Restoration actions will not keep them out of inviting  habitat. Barriers are needed.

Restoration is a vital once pds are out, discourag ing  those prairie  dog s which g et

throug h barriers. T all forbs and g rasses (even weeds) are effective in reducing  prairie

dog  traffic.

368 I ag ree that this would reduce conflicts, but we should not have so much ag ricultural lands

in the first place. All this ag ricultural land was native g rassland. What about the g rassland

species.

371 Looking  at OSMP irrig ated properties with pdog s, restoration will absolutely need to

take place across the project area. CofB Climate Commitment talks specifically about

healthy ecosystems. PD infested irrig . parcels are not healthy, they are denuded, must

restore after removal.

373 BUILD YOUR ST UPID SELFISH AGRICULT URE IN YOUR OWN T ERRIT ORY NOT

INNOCENT  ANIMALS T ERRIT ORY!!!!!!
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378 T hese methods sound like they would be affective in helping  to restore the land.

381 T he closing  of vacant burrows is critical to areas where livestock will be replaced.

386 if we can do it without any new taxes, yes.

389 Restoration can only log ically occur AFT ER prairie  dog s have been removed from

irrig ated land. T rying  to restore a property while  prairie  dog s still occupy it is a waste of

time and money. Not balanced approach by itself. Remove prairie  dog s, then restore =

balanced.

392 T he lands should be restored. A very costly mistake was made allowing  this situation to

develop as it has. we must have the g rasses back to save the top soil. we have a very

thin layer of top soil to beg in with and it is blowing  away quickly.

397 I ag ree that restoration would be an appropriate actions. However, this seems to be a

later action only after we have removed an existing  overpopulation of prairie  dog s.

40 0 it's only fair to help the farmers restore the land to make irrig ated ag riculture successful.

40 1 Best preventative and restoration technique that has been used historically by Boulder

County ranchers is for OSMP lands to be frequently flood-irrig ated in order to drown

the prairie  dog  colonies.

40 7 I hope these would work. I feel that using  the tools of manag ement and ag ricultural

techniques will be most effective.

410 Lands with healthy g rass cover reduces the likely hood of dog  recolonization. T all

g rasses reduce the dog s ability to observe predators, and I have found they remain dog

free or are easily manag ed if present.

414 Keyline desig n, reveg etation, contracting  local farmers to help do the work, and wisely

irrig ating  the restored habitat seems to be the wisest way forward. Closely testing  soils

and g rowing  native species is key!

417 how strong ly "closing  of vacant burrows" will deter P.D. from re-inhabiting  this field?

420 Anytime you can restore native lands and improve land fertility is a plus, but what's to

stop the prairie  dog s from moving  back in when development is pushing  out their natural

predators?

421 YES! After we remove the pressure on the deg raded land, we MUST  yield it back to the

reg enerative farmers who work with nature to restore soil health and bring  balance back

to the natural ecosystem. In this healthy context, PDs will be able  ag ain to be naturally

manag ed.
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422 I ag ree but only if we have not contaminated the land with chemicals that are lethal to

bees and other insects. Delta dust will ling er and thus reveg etation prog rams will

become death traps for g round nesting  bees for example.

424 You have "kicked this can down the road" for so long , and now you are asking  us to pay

HUGE for restoration of our precious lands that you have let the PD destroy. ...because

you are not leaders enoug h to do the hard thing ...shame on you.

425 Cost to taxpayers? What do scientists say about effectiveness. Where is science based

input, rather than simply ideas? Where has been done, did it work, cost to do it? Need

data

426 T his process is g oing  on south of me. I'll wait and see how it works

428 In combination with lethal control, this will certainly help restore irrig ated land and ensure

that it remains productive and healthy.

431 T hese are acceptable options (there could be more) to restore land destroyed by PD.

435 Do you work with Wildlands Restoration Volunteers? T hey do g reat work!

439 Put back the buffalo's

451 T his sounds awesome if there's budg et to do it.

454 As someone who has been on the front lines of these efforts on Open Space, I can say

that any efforts to restore and reveg etate that do not also use lethal control or extensive

relocation (and possibly exclusion) will fail or experience only temporary success.

475 T his should be done to restore the land destroyed in the County by prarie  dog s to

ensure top soil is protected and to ensure open space will be around for everyone to

enjoy

479 LEAVE T HEM ALONE

481 I am okay with this as long  as no prairie  dog s are harmed.

485 T his would help the damag ed land only after the Prairie  Rodents have been eliminated.

If they aren't eliminated first, it would be a waste of time.

487 All of the above

490 T aking  more land away from Prairie  Dog s is not a solution.

492 As long  as only non-lethal actions are taken I think they will help reduce the conflict.

493 Human overpopulation is the real problem here.
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495 Needs to be done so land is useable ag ain

498 Restore prairie  dog s. Stop pushing  the false narrative that ag riculture is the natural state

of affairs.

50 2 Unless there is a policy in place to control the population of prairie  dog s, any restoration

efforts will fail, and be a waste of time and money.

50 3 Prairie  dog s belong  on the land.

50 8 too expensive and temporary.

512 T hey are part of the ecosystem.. Granted do we need to farm land that needs the level

of irrig ation in Colorado

517 Restoring  native prairie  areas is g oing  to be a hug e benefit by creating  a wildlife  refug e

and creating  the potential for a tourist attraction of a natural park to provide a source of

income as well.

521 Ag ree only to the extent that ag  land is prioritized. Ag  lands should focus on org anic,

sustainable food farming  and carbon sequestration, not cattle , food for cattle , sug ar

beets, or other uses that are clearly questionable for our environment.

522 T his is a very one-sided perspective. T here is a lot of evidence that they benefit the

land, not destroy it. I suppose thoug h if you want to plant a bunch of non-native stuff

maybe they do. Doesn't sound very 'open spaces and mountain parks' to me thoug h.

523 Make the whole thing  into a prairie  dog  park and put pay-per-view telescopes up and

little  paths so school children can view Prairie  dog s and g et rid of the welfare Farmers

whose crops will never bring  enoug h money in to justify all the tax dollars to kill the

animals.

534 It will only work if monitoring  if done & mitig ation procedures are implemented as soon

as problems recur.

539 I do not believe any action should be taken to relocate, reduce, or eliminate the

population of prairie  dog s. Increasing  "ag ricultural" land will only further increase a major

contribution to g lobal climate

541 LEAVE T HE PRAIRIE DOGS T HE FUCK ALONE!!

542 I think all of these ideas are necessary and effective.

544 While  these proposed actions are harmless, I would consider it ideal to return more land

to the prairie  dog s, instead of refitting  it for ag ricultural use.

545 T his should be paid for by those who are keeping  these varmints ie . citizens and

g overnment officials!!

ResponseID Response

City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks 
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP Occupied by Prairie Dogs 
Engagement Window 2 Compendium of Community Input

Page 98



546 Why not just let the Prairie  Dog s have the land? It seems that about 12,0 0 0  acres are

devoted to ag riculture and 530 0  acres are devoted to the Prairie  Dog s; why not split it

more evenly and allow more land for the Prairie  Dog s?

550 I'm afraid to ask how you know it's a vacant burrow. Do you g as them first and then

determine it's vacant? T he land may need restoration but ag riculture is not the way to

g o. It will only deplete the soil further once the crops are removed.

554 Every sing le  question is leading  towards the inevitable of g etting  rid of the prairie  dog s.

T his is so classic. Government ag encies send out these questionnaires saying  "we want

your opinion" when in fact you have already made up your minds. T here has to be a

balance.

556 We must restore soil and to do that we need ample amounts of prone and standing  litter

to build soil from the top down enabling  better water retention, thermal buffering  to

promote soil life  and minimize erosion (primarily wind in many cases).

558 I question the idea that prairie  dog s are not a key part of restored g rasslands. What

state are we trying  to restore these g rasslands too? Pre-ag ricultural? If so, prairie  dog s

should be a part of that.

563 I only ag ree if they are absolutely sure the burrows they close are definitely vacant, and

they're not just pretending  the burrows are vacant as an excuse to murder prairie  dog s.

565 Restoration is not the conflict. If the land does not have prairie  dog s on it, then restore it

566 As long  as these are already vacated areas

570 My concern here is that you have removed prairie  dog s to beg in with or they have died

off and then their natural territories aren't available  to them or other wildlife  anymore.

571 Restore to what? T o what it was before ag riculture and cattle  g razing , which would mean

restoring  it to its orig inal natural state which included prairie  dog s? T he natural state is

different from the "traditional" state.

572 Not sure I ag ree with the notion of removing  prairie  dog s in order to restore irrig ated

ag riculture.

574 While  I ag ree with restoring  veg etation, closing  burrows traps other animals, reptiles,

amphibians and invertebrates in these burrows too. Care should be taken for these

animals too. If irrig ation methods were chang ed from flood irrig ation to other methods,

closure is not needed.

576 Do whatever it takes to non occupied prairie  dog  burrows. T hat would be the best plan.

Live and let live.
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583 I don't see these restoration actions as a way to reduce the conflict UNT IL the prairie

dog s are controlled humanely. Definitely approve the methods once the prairie  dog s

are g one - otherwise a waste of time & $$.

584 Make it feasible  for interested parties to help restore the heavily deg raded open space

lands.

585 I think there should be some Lansworth prairie  dog s are left in peace and not manag ed

by meddling  humans. T hey deserve to have areas where they can be safe and not

subject to methods of control.

587 Reveg  & carbon sequestration activities are an essential party of city response to

climate emerg ency.

590 Prairie  dog s don't disturb the earth, people do. Yet another wrong  question.
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ResponseID Response

27 When looking  at leasing  farm land City owned land is not desirable due to the inflexible

policies on prairie  dog  control. Chang ing  policy to be closer to County Open Space

would be a hug e improvement.

35 Grow food for humans not prairie  dog s. Prairie  dog s g estate every 30  days. T hey are

expendable.

42 Jesus christ just do it. T he city council passed the new plans, as well as the board of

trustees!

48 POLICY CHANGE! We are in dire straits and we must make radical chang e now. Yes

there is a need for ag riculture but we must chang e the way it is handled. Irrig ating  lands

for cattle  to g raze is particularly offensive. Open bidding  on these lands is needed and

different leases

49 Prairie  Dog s are destructive and a plag ue to urban areas. T he destruction of the

g rasslands in ag ricultural or other open space areas is catastrophic. T he amount of

resources spent on manag ing  prairie  dog  populations is irresponsible.

51 Ag ree only if lethal control methods are chang ed to much more ag g ressive methods.

52 I believe caution should be taken to not over-cull the population, and imbalance the

ecosystem in the opposite  manner.

67 Update policy and manag ement objectives to prioritize ecolog ical function (where

feasible) with ag riculture as a secondary objective. T hey do not need to be mutually

exclusive, but accepting  lower productivity in exchang e for ecolog ical health may be

desirable on public lands.

68 Not sure if you are saying  they are invading  previously irrig able lands or you want to

kick them off all land.

70 I favor extermination not relocation

73 Preservation of native g rassland habitats outweig h the benefits of reclaiming  land for

ag ricultural use

76 Allowing  tenants to control prairie  dog s is like a death sentence to prairie  dog s. Prefer

Reducing /removing  ag riculture from irrig ated lands.

86 Existing  policies have no basis in science and need to be updated to reflect reality.

87 every action you list will result in the removal death and deg radation of prairie  dog

habitat...while  you should be improving  that habitat. farmers can deal or leave.

16. Do you have any comments on whether these potential changes to plans and
policies would best contribute to a balanced approach for reducing conflict between
prairie dogs and irrigated agriculture?
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92 I'm not knowledg eable about pros and cons but do whatever it takes to g et rid of prairie

rodent infestations.

94 T hese seem like reasonable policy chang es to consider as part of a multi-prong ed

approach to an issue that has many variables.

97 Boulder should have ag ricultural activity. T hat means g iving  tenants the ability to farm

and remove PDs. T he Wildlife  Protection Ordinance was a poorly-thoug ht-out measure

that should be revised.

110 I do not believe in lethal control.

111 T he option to use lethal measures needs to be baked into plans and policies. Without

doing  so leaves the door open to losing  the option.

121 T he way you've worded the questions is not optimal. I'm not a scientist. I can't tell you

what's g oing  to help reduce conflict, only whether or not I ag ree with the planned

actions. Makes this whole thing  a waste of time for all of us because you're asking  the

wrong  questions.

122 I think modifying  city reg ulations to prioritize people, ag riculture, and climate chang e

mitig ation over prairie  dog s is critical.

130 You are asking  completely different questions and asking  us to answer one. I am for

chang ing  policy to protect the keystone spices, and increase $ lease fees to raise more

taxes and limit development of the g rassland. No poison should be used and we should

not play GOD.

133 If these chang es are in favor of a hig her lethal removal rate, I strong ly disag ree. It is

worth the expense to relocate colonies to distant g rass lands.

135 Leases should be chang ed on irrig ated lands to allow for prairie  dog  habitation. If

people lease those lands, they need to lease them understanding  that pd's live there

and they can't kill them.

143 T he public should NOT  be using  rapidly dwindling  water sources and prairie  land to help

a few ranchers profit and ship their products out of state.

147 Don't allow the destruction of prairie  dog s burrows. No lethal methods. If you continue

with the contracts, always use non-lethal methods. T his land should be preserved for

wildlife  and if the farmers can't use it without destruction of wildlife , they shouldn't be

allowed on it.

151 We are destroying  this species. Please allow them to live and thrive. We have

destroyed over 99% of this species. Enoug h is enoug h! I moved to Colorado partly

because I believed it's citizens respected nature and all it is to offer. I was terribly wrong .

ResponseID Response

City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks 
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP Occupied by Prairie Dogs 
Engagement Window 2 Compendium of Community Input

Page 102



152 I am pro working  with the state on relocation policies and practices. We are at the end of

the line for this species and the prairie  dog s need protection, not poison. Farmers and

ranchers need to evolve to a new way of doing  business and working  with wildlife , not

eliminating  it.

159 I am strong ly AGAINST  lethal control, no matter what!

160 It seems like this approach is vag ue and would end up only benefitting  the ag ricultural

interests.

163 Ag ain, I do not want even one prairie  dog  killed to pacify ranchers. I do not want prairie

dog s killed for ag ricultural or any purposes.

169 I'm fed up with lethal actions on these creatures

171 It would always be better to everyone to work tog ether

172 I vote for anything  it takes to keep the ranches off the land if it means hurting  the

population of prairie  dog s.

176 I ag ree we need plan and policy chang es but NOT  human centric ones. We can NOT

survive in a wasteland. And where there is no humans or humans are g rasping  at

subsistence living , there is no economy so then what? T aking  care of our ecosystem is

the only way to g o.

180 T he only item I ag ree with is Chang ing  OSMP ag ricultural ag reements with farmers and

ranchers.

182 How much money does the city actually g ets from those leases because it cannot

possibly be worth the addition of irrig ation which if it is not underg round which is very

expensive the land will become salted in a matter of a few years and useless for

anybody. Zero Sum g ame.

183 T hese existing  prairie  dog  colonies should be preserved and protected.

185 Lethal action ag ainst prairie  dog s should not ever be considered

187 Farming  tenants should be free to remove prairie  dog s by any method on ag  lands.

188 Killing  the prairie  dog s is an unacceptable alternative.

191 Stop the sprawl and destruction of natural habitat to satisfy whims of a few

195 Just humanely remove the animals, value the lands and incorporate nonlethal relocation

into contracts when wanting  to take away what land is left for wildlife . Allow other states

to accept what your state doesn't value.
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196 It's ridiculous to think that the city is g oing  to kill an animal that already inhabits public land

in order to make it easier for ranchers and farmers to make a buck! Leave the Prarie

dog s alone!

199 T he complexities of this issue are overwhelming  in this reg ion. Chang ing  policies to

allow "more tools in the toolbox" will allow manag ers to diversify actions based on site

and system specific challeng es and ultimately create a more sustainable manag ment

plan.

20 2 Any method that includes lethal means is wrong  and should not be allowed.

210 reg enerate them as they orig inally were . for use BY the prairie  dog s.

215 I'm most interested in a test case for the implementation of relocation and burrow

destruction. T he results of that test case will answer your question above.

230 Ag ain, prairie  dog s are essential in g rasslands and have a rig ht to public lands, not

livestock or ranchers.

238 T he 'conflict' is because humans refuse to acknowledg e that prairie  dog s have the rig ht

to exist and be left alone.

239 Can't comment because I couldn't open the draft documents. I will defer to the

conclusions arrived at by smarter minds in wildlife  manag ement and farmer

representatives.

242 ST OP KILLING AND REMOVING LET  NAT URAL PREDAT ORS DO T HEIR JOB...

246 Please g et rid of the prairie  dog  overpopulation. Really sick of them.

247 T he County provides an effective model here to follow. City lethal control reg ulations

must be modified to allow lethal control on irrig ated lands and tenants and neig hbors are

key partners in success on those lands. T enants need a full set of tools to care for land, ie

lethal.

252 You must adopt lethal control into your scope of how to remedy the prairie  dog

epidemic. You created this problem, you must chang e your policies in order to fix it.

Lethal control is the only means to fix your problem with the prairie  dog s.

255 Get rid of the six step process for irrig able lands. Need a different protocol for

ag riculture. City of Boulder needs to modify the leg al control reg ulations for irrig ated

lands, no 6 steps. Allow lethal control on irrig ated parcels. Allow burrow destruction.

256 You need to modify City of Boulder reg ulations to allow lethal control for irrig able land.

Also allow burrow destruction

259 I especially support chang ing  the city ordinances to allow burrow destruction from

normal ag  activities and allowing  lethal control.
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261 I want to ag ree as this problem needs attention ASAP to control this very out of control

situation

265 T he prairie  dog s still need to be eliminated by lethal measures. City of Boulder already

has policies on the books saying  they are responsible  to maintain there open space

lands. We do not need new policies. City of Boulder just needs to do what its supposed

to do.

266 T his is their land they should be allowed to stay. If anything  the reg ulations should be

chang ed to g ive them land rig hts and protection as they're so vital to our ecosystems.

271 I wish someone would do research on the LONG T ERM post occupation fate of pdog

inhabited land! Surely, deep water infiltration into typically clay-rich soils has a long  term

benefit.

272 T he old way of doing  thing s only considered prairie  dog  colonization. Farming  was

literally not allowed to continue if a prairie  dog  showed up. Not a balanced approach.

We need food. T hing s can be worked with as it has before when farmers were allowed

to do what they know works.

276 Definitely need to lethally harvest the prairie  dog s and feed to raptors and other

animals. Otherwise, the topsoil for farming  and ranching  is fruitless.

279 T enants should be allowed to control invasive prairie  dog s including  burrow destruction

and restoration of the land to ag ricultural use.

280 Methods should be NON LET HAL

285 Move colonies to the lawns around city hall.

295 Prairie  dog s are a keystone species and should not be killed under any circumstance.

Economic values should not trump Environmental and ethical values.

298 it's effective but not the most effective

299 I think ag riculture may be proving  itself to be unsustainable and not the hig hest and best

use of public lands on the Front Rang e: water, soils,wildlife  and the public g ood. We

should reevaluate and set new g oals.

30 0 Decrease stocking  rates and chang e prairie  dog  (PD) manag ement desig nations.

especially adjacent to irrig able lands or on its borders to allow for prairie  dog  colonies.

Adjacent muni. lands to project area were once rural & hosted many colonies, much of

this land is now developed

30 3 Reducing  leased ag riculture on public land creates a path back to ecosystem health and

sustainability. Let's fig ht for and restore native prairie  ASAP!
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30 4 Just euthanize them already. Stop wasting  money on this plan. Do it and move on as

quickly as possible  to address HUMAN needs please.

30 9 Chang ing  the policy should help sustain any improvements the proposed actions effect.

310 Well, it's a start. All but working  with the State of Colorado -- don't bother. Chang ing

your ag reements with farmers and ranchers must include letting  them "manag e" the PDs

on their leased lands as well as letting  them destroy the burrows and use lethal control.

314 It is a step in the rig ht direction in allowing  those who are trying  to be g ood stewards of

the land to have more control and input in what happens on the land they are working

and paying  rent on.

318 Leave these creatures alone. I feel we have enoug h ag riculture sites and prefer wild life

sanctuaries.

322 What happened to Boulder? what is wrong  with you all

324 this is a sad turn of priorities. please continue to attempt to find other options

327 Humane lethal methods are most permanent methods of problem solution and most cost

effective.

328 As above: prairie  dog s, thoug h probably detrimental, don't hold a candle to fracking ,

which releases radon, formaldehyde, benzene and other toxins in larg e amounts--and in

perpetuity.

331 Chang e lease ag reements with farmers so that they understand this land belong s to

nature as much as it belong s to them.

332 Yes if chang ing  OSMP ag ricultural ag reements are chang ed to allow farmers to also use

lethal control. Chang es should make it easier for adjacent properties across county and

state lines to also eng ag e in lethal conrtrol when adjacent properties have no pd's or

have eliminated them

333 T his is frustrating . You continue to use the political machine as a way to move forward. All

the while , the prairie  dog s continue to expand in epidemic proportions and destroy

open space and private property. Its time for action. You continue to stall! Our lands are

dieing

335 Don't allow cows on OSMP lands. We don't need more meat, cows with calves are scary

(I've been ag g ressively chased while  running  on south boulder East Creek trail). Leave

the prairie  dog s!

337 I am not in favor of burrow destruction or lethal control
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341 1) do not put law in hands of individuals 2) putting  anything  into law that outrig ht allows

killing  of wildlife  on public lands sets a dang erous model that does not bring  balance to

the approach

342 Whatever it takes to keep the fields healthy and producing  adequate food.

343 Must chang e city ordinance/policy to allow lethal control on Ag  lands without permits or

jumping  throug h hoops. Must chang e city ordinance/policy to allow burrow destruction.

Chang e ag reements to allow farmers/ranchers to manag e PDs. Ok work with state but

not solution

345 Anything  less than these actions is NON-Manag ement and irresponsible.

346 I am strong ly opposed to any type of lethal control ag ainst prairie  dog s. I am opposed to

allowing  farmers to use this land to g raze cattle  and other animals. T he commercial

interest of those farmers should not outweig h the rig hts of wildlife  to exist on these

lands.

355 T his is prairie  dog  habitat. You should never kill or inflict suffering  to any animal because

you want to take over their habitat land.

356 Chang es ordinances to allow lethal control and burrow destruction. Allow ranchers and

farmers to manag e PDs as they see fit. Start manag ing  to preserve land suitable for ag

production and start manag ing  for healthy soil & sustainable ag .

359 We do need to allow ag  users to use lethal control. Fair and balanced proposals for

prairie  dog  mitig ation should not be outweig hed by the emotional appeal of how "cute"

prairie  dog s - eg  Boulder County's allowing  for culling  elk on Rabbit Mountain has been

successful.

363 T he damag e from no policy now forces more severe action. T he city was trusted with

taking  care of the open space for both farmers and citizens. T hey have done a poor job

at best.

369 Need to also include NON-IRRIGAT ED LAND!

371 Chang e ordinances and "urban" wildlife  policy to include lethal control for Ag  parcels.

Get rid of six steps for Ag . Properties. Lethal control, without permits, needs to be a

reg ular tool that OSMP uses to manag e Ag  lands to fulfill charter & written objectives of

irr. Ag .

373 REDUCE CONFLICT  BY BUILDING IN YOUR OWN T ERRIT ORY NOT  AT  T HE INNOCENT

ANIMALS T ERRIT ORY. YOU PEOPLE ARE A CANCER AND MONST ERS T O ALL

ANIMALS 

378 T hese chang es would certainly in dealing  with the over population of the prairie  dog s on

the IA lands.
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380 Lethal control is humane and effective

381 We are at a point where lethal control is the best approach for control. We must also

work forward to chang ing  the city and state ordinances about pdog  control

383 Ag ree with except for lethal methods.

389 OSMP must have the ability to lethally control prairie  dog s to meet the City of Boulder

Charter and the objectives of the Ag  Plan and Grassland Plan(removal areas!).

Ordinance/Policy needs to allow OSMP to use these tools by rig ht, Charter dictates it.

No special permits.

392 T he city needs to honor its commitment to ag riculture and recog nize that soil

sequestration is an important aspect of its commitment to climate chang e.

397 At the current levels of overpopulation, the ecosystem seems entirely out-of-balance.

Policy chang e must occur to help both the local g overnments and farmers/ranchers

achieve the g oal of removing  prairie  dog s from human-occupied lands.

398 Like the balanced approach.

40 0 More lethal controls must be utilized.

40 1 Better OSMP land use manag ement of prairie  dog  colonies will hopefully reduce the

economic impacts to adjacent private landowners as well as enhance sustainability of

OSMP-leased irrig ated ag ricultural lands for future ranching  operations and ag ricultural

crop production.

40 6 Balance? Is this a joke?

40 7 Without modifying  policy there is no reason to discuss the previous actions.

410 T he dog  problem has escalated beyond nonlethal solutions and the current predator

base. Only throug h area control with cooperation with private land owners can the costs

of maintenance and ag  be reduced to something  acceptable.

421 We know this is effective because the County uses these methods to g reat success.

Human hubris, g uilt, and shame in how we have affected the natural world oug ht to drive

us to seek effective methods of rebalancing  and healing . Policy chang e can drive that.

PDs cause harm.

424 Leasees need to be able to maintain their land.....they are the experts....let them take

care of the land and do what is needed. T he fact that they have not been able to is

absurd. (Like saying ...yes you can rent my home but you have to let the rats live and take

over )....Crazy!
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425 Is time to chang e policies, and chang e ag g ressively. Problem is way out of control a

shame that wasn't addressed while  in prog ress g etting  worse years ag o as now costs

more and lost farmers & ag riculture already, and neig hbors suing  to to property

damag e caused by city pd's

428 Chang e policy to allow lethal control. It's the most humane (because it's fast) and

effective way to control prairie  dog  populations. Allowing  farmers and ranchers to use

lethal control in addition to restorative measures will restore land for g rowing  food.

436 why can't you stay away from lethal???? Really, T his is Boulder. But ag ain, it took the city

way long er to finally g et up to speed with recycle  so I g uess I shouldn't be surprised that

you can't fig ure out how to control prairie  dog s without cruelty :(((((((

439 I have noticed that the Buffalo ranch on Nelson road doesn't have problem. T hey step on

them if they enter the land.

446 T here should relocated not killed

451 T he current policies are far too protective of prairie  dog s, and policy chang es would

allow a more balanced approach.

454 T his needs to be paired with the other methods already discussed. Reg eneration efforts

are impossible  if we don't allow for prairie  dog  burrow destruction and lethal control.

Under current reg ulations, I have tried and failed to reg enerate deg raded Open Space.

478 the ranchers know best how to care for the land. We all need to listen and learn

480 It's important for stakeholders to neg otiate. Planning  is important. Chang ing  plans to

benefit all stakeholders is always an option. But allowing  ranchers preference, as may be

the case here, cannot happen, as precedence may be set, leading  to a slippery slope.

481 Parts of these plans are okay. However, I am not okay with ag riculture invading  land and

destroying  prairie  dog  burrows.

485 Do not relocate these Rodents! Just take care of the problem. Getting  the state to make

polices will take forever. T he problem needs to be dealt with now. Maybe later work on

some ways to reduce the population -- euthanize on a reg ular basis to keep up!

487 Policy chang es would be required

490 Burrow destruction should never be allowed as these are often used by other animals.

More examples of ranchers wanting  to mess with the ecosystem instead of working  in

harmony with it.

492 Ag ain... as long  as we use non-lethal actions and push for relocation then I support any

efforts.
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493 Prairie  dog s are a keystone species. Infinite  human sprawl on a finite  planet will never be

the answer. T he easiest start to solve wildlife  conflicts is to switch to a plant-based diet.

Animal ag riculture is destroying  the biosphere.

494 Ag ain, ranchers and ag ricultural practices are only one narrow subset of population who

owns these lands. T hey should not have the majority of the say. Lethal methods look bad

for Boulder. We pride ourselves on our open space. Killing  native animals is a bad idea.

495 Current policies obviously not working . Going  to have to take strong er measures to

reduce population. Ruining  far too much land.

498 Eradicate ag reements with ranchers.

50 0 I believe only non-lethal methods should be used for relocation.

50 2 I ag ree with some and disag ree with some. Really odd question.

50 3 Leave prairie  dog s alone.

50 8 too expensive and temporary.

521 Only ag ree with modifying  ag reements to consider putting  land back into native

g rasslands and working  with the state to allow more flexibility in moving  prairie  dog s to

other hospitable areas where they can survive, not for more lethal control.

522 We both know full well thing s like 'burrow destruction' and worse take place anyway. I

do not ag ree that the role  of 'open spaces and mountain parks' should be doing  anything

with the wildlife  that lives in 'open spaces' unless it is causing  threat of harm to persons

or pets.

523 You have all clearly decided you're g oing  to kill all the prairie  dog s. So what is this

bullshit all about.

524 Burrow destruction = lethal method of "solving " the problem. T his will NOT  work and

Colorado's ecosystems will suffer.

525 I would hope that chang ing  OSMP ag ricultural ag reements, modifying  city lethal control

reg ulations, and working  with the state on relocation would reduce the possibility of

lethal removal.

529 Please relocate them. I am not an expert, i don't know if there are so many prairie  dog s

that would cause damag e to anyone.

534 Prairie  dog s should not have a hig her status than plants needed for carbon

sequestration. T he policy for taking  irrig atable land and transforming  it to prairie  dog

barren g round is bad for the environment and does not meet the needs of ag ricultural

lands.
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540 - Favor burrow destruction in hopes that prairie  dog s would be encourag ed to move

somewhere else. -No to lethal control! Please refer to recommendations of the Boulder

Prairie  Dog  Working  Group! - Encourag e approach of chang ing  the state law to allow

relocation across county lines

541 LEAVE T HE PRAIRIE DOGS T HE FUCK ALONE!!

542 Existing  ag ricultural lands that have been taken over by prairie  dog s should definitely be

an exception to existing  manag ement rules. However, I don't think these same

exceptions should be extended to new ag ricultural lands in areas with existing  prairie

dog  colonies.

544 T hese are a mixed bag . I support some of them, such as working  with the state of CO to

make prairie  dog  relocation easier, and perhaps taking  some land out of ag ricultural

cultivation. I do not support increasing  lease holders' authority to control prairie  dog s

themselves.

546 Yes, these plans are likely to reduce conflict. Once ag ain, the Prairie  Dog s lose and

human activity wins. I would prefer to see the Prairie  Dog s (and all the species that

depend on them) win a little  more space.

554 See yet ag ain. You are deciding  that in the future this will happen until all of the prairie

dog s are killed. And with it the bald eag les, raptors, and other animals that feed off of

them. OSMP is sadly choosing  humanity over wildlife . Not surprising  just sickening .

563 I only ag ree if these 'policy chang es' are not a cover-up to allow them to murder the

prairie  dog s.

565 Modifying  lethal control reg ulations and chang ing  ag reements could be dang erous

without any supervision

566 Do not kill any prairie  dog s. T hey have a small fraction of their previous rang e available

and I am opposed to pushing  them out of additional areas.

567 I support working  with state leg . to make relocation easier. I oppose any destruction of

existing  burrows by Ag  leasees. City should update ag reements to make it clear Ag

operator must co-exist. I oppose any chang es to allow lethal control on irrig able lands.

571 "Modifying  city lethal control reg ulations for irrig able lands." - I assume this means allow

more killing ? In that case, I disag ree. "Chang ing  OSMP ag ricultural ag reements with

farmers and rancher" - so that they have less free reig n? In that case I ag ree.

572 Ag ain, I disag ree with your premise of removing  prairie  dog s in order to

expand/restore irrig ated ag riculture.
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574 No lethal control, but damag ing  active burrows during  normal ag  practices not a problem

if they are not packed. T here should be chang es in plans and policies and these lands

should be allowed rest periods at times and better irrig ation practices that do not wash

away topsoil.

583 I will leave it to the experts to determine the best way to handle this, and what

modifications will deal with the actual problem.

585 I just think they need to be lands were prairie  dog s are protected. It also doesn't work

very well when prairie  dog s are relocated. If prairie  dog s are on private land, then they

should be relocated. But lethal control should never be allowed.

587 Definitely need to allow some use of lethal controls when other methods fail or are

unavailable.

589 Didn't we just have this battle  to save prairie  dog s? What's with the kill, kill, kill? Why do I

keep supporting  Open Space taxes?

590 Basically what you are proposing  here is to let the farmers do whatever they want. T hat

is so wrong !

591 i do not support chang ing  policy to kill more prairie  dog s on public lands with tax payer

dollars. I do support the policy chang e on burrow destruction in certain instances that

would aid in ag riculture and coexistence efforts

ResponseID Response

City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks 
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP Occupied by Prairie Dogs 
Engagement Window 2 Compendium of Community Input

Page 112



ResponseID Response

27 T his looks g ood. Barriers are expensive and I don't think effective unless kept in perfect

repair. Finding  ways to avoid barriers is probably best but the rest looks like it is moving

in the rig ht direction.

41 Sure some prairie  dog s will be killed but non-lethal measures should be the priority.

Assuming  a vag ue statement that non-lethal alone is not enoug h does not communicate

to me WHY that is the case nor HOW MANY will be killed. Why did you make that

assumption?

42 I know you work for the g overnment so none of you like to work or do your job but you

better start caring , the public is g etting  pissed. Quit catering  to the 5 people who want

prariedog s and start making  a balanced ecosystem ag ain!

43 Do not dust any relocation removal or receiving  sites with pesticides.

48 Any industry that cannot function without being  in a welfare state is not a viable  industry.

T hese lands are leased for pennies on the dollar and we are propping  up the ag riculture

industry and it is killing  the planet. Please make real policy chang e and chang e these

leases!

49 Prairie  Dog s are destructive and a plag ue to urban areas. T he destruction of the

g rasslands in ag ricultural or other open space areas is catastrophic. T he amount of

resources spent on manag ing  prairie  dog  populations is irresponsible.

51 Ag ree with ag g ressive lethal control, but not relocation or barriers.

67 An important assumption that is missed: Natural predation is an effective form of control

that meets OSMP's values and manag ement objectives.

68 If you are reclaiming  previously usable irrig able land to feed Boulder then I can be

persuaded. T o sequester carbon not so much. If it was part of a worldwide effort and it

was deemed essential then yes.

69 ST op talking  about it and just do something , you all sound like folks who have never

done anything  but sit around playing  at your computers.

70 I'm not convinced we need to relocate prairie  dog s as a species. Why not eliminate

permanently?

73 Is it a necessary assumption that some prairie  dog s will be killed? Or are there

alternative methods to preserve life

19. Do you have any comments on whether these assumptions to guide decision
making would best contribute to a balanced approach for reducing conflict between
prairie dogs and irrigated agriculture?
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76 Ag ree with: •Some prairie  dog s will be relocated. •Barriers will be installed to prevent

recolonization. •Soil and veg etative restoration will accompany removal. •Manag ement

scenarios will be presented in terms of level of prairie  dog  removal based on acres and

the number of animals.

87 all these assumptions are based on the bias that prairie  dog s are bad and farmers are

g ood. this is a flawed bias.

90 Remove and destroy.

91 T he big g est problem is in the name. T hey are not dog s, they are rodents. If the name

was prairie  RAT S, then we would effectively control them. Reduce their numbers by at

least 75% and eliminate many colonies.

94 T hese assumptions are a recog nition of reality. It's always healthy when public policy is

based on a prag matic recog nition of reality.

97 ADD to assumptions: Prairie  dog  manag ement is expensive in terms of staff time and

costs. Extensive time and resources spent on PDs means less time and resources for the

overall ecosystem and other animals needing  conservation.

110 I do not ever ag ree with lethal methods.

112 NO lethal removal!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!

121 I think you should reintroduce ferrets. I also think you should start with the assumption

that no prairie  dog s need to die.

124 I think adding  a cost benefit model i.e . how much does it cost per prairie  for the various

options would be useful

130 Poison will poison our land and our health reg ardless what experts or killing  ag ents

would say. Look at Australia, look at Amazon. Making  money is not as important as

having  the healthy environment.

132 Make sure the prairie  dog s are g one if the conflict is to be "reduced." Hopefully most if

not all prairie  dog s are donated to the ferret/raptor facilities so they don't "g o to waste."

133 Humans are the overpopulaters, not the prairie  dog s.

135 Prairie  dog s should be allowed to stay in place. T hey should not be killed. If they have to

move, they should be relocated to where the county foresees the reintroduction of

black-footed ferrets.

139 Work to assure more relocation of the prairie  dog s needs to be done

143 T he public should NOT  be using  rapidly dwindling  water sources and prairie  land to help

a few ranchers profit and ship their products out of state.
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147 No lethal methods should be used ever. T his is totally ag ainst everything  Boulder used

to be to be manag ing  the land for ag riculture rather than preserving  it for wildlife .

Irrig ated ag riculture should have zero rig hts.

152 I don't ag ree with # 2. T he reasons why prairie  dog  populations spread onto irrig able

land are: Prairie  dog s don't disting uish borders. T hey naturally spread. Populations

should be controlled by predatory wildlife  but when we remove land and food sources,

predators die  or move on

159 Leave them alone!!!

160 I have a feeling  that the lethal methods will be used way more than the non lethal

methods.

162 homeowners input should be collected at neig hborhood meeting s or use social media

such as Next Door

163 T here is not valid excuse to kill these animals, and I am strong ly opposed to it. T hey are

an important, native species, helping  to keep our prairies healthy. Ranchers will ruin the

prairies with their operations, and that is not okay.

169 Get off the prairie  dog  land. Find another place to do ag ricultural

176 T he only "assumption" that is beneficial to our survival in the one that dictates we need

both diversity and abundance in order to flourish.

180 OSMP lands are public lands, protected space. It's not farming  and ranching  land. If we

are truly protecting  this wild space, we must leave the wildlife  and habitat in peace on

this land. NO farming  and ranching  wishes should out weig h the protection of wildlife

habitat

181 Do not kill prairie  dog s at all.

182 We just don't trust your lethal applications which are not necessary and will g et way out

of hand and this is just a way to slide in the welfare farmers and g razing  animals add kill

as many animals as they want.

183 T he prairie  dog  colonies should be preserved and protected.

185 Limiting  options to NON lethal means IS a reasonable option T here is a false assumption

here that killing  prairie  dog s is not unethical T here needs to be an added assumption

that prairie  dog s' lives are valuable, respected & need to be protected

187 More weig ht should be g iven to preserving  and restoring  ag  land to production.

188 I disag ree that prairie  dog s should be removed from the irrig ated ag ricultural lands.
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191 How about a new vision? No more habitats destroyed ! T hen this bs assumption aka

justification for killing  sentient keystone species are not needed

193 Restore wildlands. Ag riculture needs to be the one to chang e & adapt before it causes

ecosystem collapse.

199 T his is a g ood list of assumptions. T his is a complex issue and there needs to be more

tools available  to manag ers. It should also be considered to not create "so much red

tape" when trying  to implement manag ement actions as this will cause neg ative effects

to creating  chang e.

20 2 Only ag ree if most if not all prairie  dog s are relocated and not killed.

20 6 Any lethal methods are inexcusable.

20 8 I do not consider irrig ated ag riculture threatened in CO. I would like to be 10 0 % assured

that remaining  prairie  dog  colonies in OS are deemed sustainable and robust, so that

with a collapse of the 'allocated' prairie  dog  terrain we do not revert to ag ricultural land

and no PDs.

210 maybe consult biolog ical studies instead of ag ricultural plans

215 Excellent plan. I ag ree with all your assumptions.

230 Prairie  dog s are essential in g rasslands and have a rig ht to public lands, not livestock or

ranchers.

233 As long  as you're relocating , you will have prairie  dog s on lands not intended for their

colonization

237 What happened to the black footed ferret? Made extinct by human interference hence

the rise in the prairie  dog  population. Ferrets are a key indicator of a healthy eco system

and provide a food source for larg er predators such as owls and coyotes.

238 Once ag ain, these 'assumptions' are just the same excuses to murder prairie  dog s.

239 Yes to lethal removal and restoration. No to wasting  time and resources on pampering

the noxious vermin. I realize they occupy a link in the ecosystem but their rapid

destruction of valuable land cannot be allowed to continue. T hey had their chance.

242 GET  HUMANS OUT  OF T HE PICT URE...T HE PRAIRIE DOGS HAVE NAT URAL

PREDAT ORS QUIT  KILLING T HEM AND T HEY WILL T AKE CARE OF T HE PROBLEM.,..

246 If people love prairie  dog s so much let them relocate the vermin to their g ardens. T his is

the same situation California has with hog s and lions. Feel-g ood policies without

fundamental understanding  of the consequences.
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247 If you stick to these it mig ht work. Your many plans say you remove PD's from irrig ated

ag . Stick to them. You have already desig nated N0 PDZones. Stick to them. You have 20

years of facts about ineffective actions. Be forthrig ht about them. Acknowledg e failures

publicly.

252 Your barrier methods don't work. I watch them fail yearly. Diesel control is the only way

to remedy the problem you created in the county. Get in line with county policy! Lethal

control is the way to remedy the fiasco you've created!

255 All prairie  dog s should be removed from all irrig ated parcels. City Charter, Master Plan,

Ag  Plan, Grassland Plan & BVCP & Boulder's Climate Commitment dictate that.

Sustainable ag riculture depends on it.

256 Prairie  dog s are not compatible  with irrig ated ag riculture. All prairie  dog s should be

removed from irrig ated ag riculture.

261 Relocation is the "approach " that concerns me most (althoug h I'm g uessing  that it's

ncluded to pacify those who think prairie  dog s are cute, need protection and becoming

extinct!! T hat is just moving  the problem elsewhere! One of my big g est concerns is not

having  more near me!

265 If the City of Boulder would maintain its open spaces all of this would be a non issue. Its

costing  farmers thousands to try and save their properties.

266 Murder is unethical... what's so hard to understand about that... Just imag ine if you were

in their position...

269 Action must be taken now before the farmland becomes denuded by these little  pests.

275 DO NOT  USE LET AL MEASURES FOR PRAIRIE DOG REMOVAL!!!!!!!!

276 T ake the most cost-effective route as the prairie  dog  protection for decades has wasted

way too much of the taxpayers' monies already.

279 T he devil is in the details. T enants and OSMP should be able to respond to prairie  dog

problems promptly to prevent further expansion of problem areas. Months of

application processing  is unacceptable.

280 T his shows a total lack of respect for the animals...methods should be non lethal.

285 OK, now that you mention it, plag ue is not a bad idea.

295 Do not kill anyone. Prairie  dog s are a keystone species and should not be killed under

any circumstance. Economic values should not trump Environmental and ethical values.

297 T he owners of the ag ricultural land should have an input into what happens with the

prairie  dog s
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299 Old school assumptions that are not what the times (extinction crisis, droug ht of climate

crisis) demand.

30 0 T his mess didn't occur overnig ht. If OSMP allows time to g et out of this mess, then it is

feasible  to use non-lethal means. Bottom of p.3, "OSMP's relocation needs were not

prioritized," Bennett farm is prime ex.,10 ac to 70 ac occupied in 12 yrs, only 5ac/yr,

where was OSMP mg mt?

30 2 Relocation sounds best executed (no pun intended) by the earlier sug g estion of

providing  live, trapped prairie  dog s for raptors in rehab situations and black-footed

marmot breeding  prog rams.

30 3 Obviously prairie  dog  populations are declining . We don't need to kill or relocate any

prairie  dog s from public lands. We must recog nize and promote the value of prairie

dog s to us, the soil, and their ecosystem.

30 4 Stop wasting  time on ASSUMPT IONS. Get rid of the pests and move on as efficiently as

possible. In boulder.

30 9 T hese assumptions all sound realistic and reasonable.

310 Soil and veg etative restoration should follow all forms of PD reduction, not only

"removal."

314 Ag ain, relocation to where? Irrig ation can help control recolonization but as soon as the

water is off, they will be back.

318 Never allow inhumane actions to g uide your decisions.

323 Broomfield went throug h a similar exercise several years ag o. You mig ht want to consult

with Kristan Pritz at CCOB open space.

324 'some' is a subjective term reg arding  number of prairie  dog s killed. more out of the box

thinking  is needed here....

327 Relocation is not solving  a problem, it only g ives the problem to someone else, who will

accept all these prairie  dog s? Lethal means eliminates the above problem.

331 T his series of "solutions" to a concocted problem reminds me of Hitler's Final Solution to

a made-up problem.

332 Relocation should be used very sparing ly, and only when it results in reduction of

population. Barriers only for small, short-term use. See comment above. Other than

these I ag ree w/ your assumptions.
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333 Ag ain, how long  will it take to create this model which supersedes the prior model. You

are not addressing  and not doing  anything  on the g round. Spring  is two months away,

and another 4-6 babies per hole so another 40 0 , 60 0 , 10 0 0  prairie  dog s on land

already stressed. Ridiculous

335 Leave the prairie  dog s, g et rid of the cows!

337 T hese assumptions subtly include the destruction of these animals' habitats or the

animals themselves. Ag ain, these are desperate measures AFT ER YOU allowed

developers to destroy their habitats. Now you have run out of room for these colonies!

find a humane way to deal with this

341 T hese do not read as assumptions, but true or false statements that the city either wants

approval or disapproval. Why isn't lower stocking  rates and chang ing  prairie

manag ement desig nations in the assumptions to ag ree or disag ree

343 Lethal control needs to be allowed on all OSMP irrig ated Ag  parcels with Pd occupation.

T hat is the most effective tool. You broke it, you need to fix it, for your land and your

neig hbors. T hen you need to restore parcels to the way they were when you purchased

them.

345 I do not believe that re-location from ag ricultural lands, nor barriers, are effective! We

must address the costs and results of these failed attempts!

346 I am strong ly opposed to any lethal methods used to control prairie  dog s.

353 Killing  prairie  dog s is unacceptable.

354 Every non-lethal action should be taken. No prairie  dog s should be killed.

355 T his is prairie  dog  habitat. You should never kill or inflict suffering  to any animal because

you want to take over their habitat land.

356 Need to develop a plan to make a real difference. Desired condition = zero irrig ated

acres occupied or deg raded by PDs. Need to show that Boulder does value healthy soil

and commitment to climate chang e. Should be all about healthy soil & land on irrig ated

parcels not about PDs.

363 Yes strong  action is required. Stop listening  to the new comers who want to "save" the

rodents and take care of our open space. Do your job for a chang e. Doing  nothing  is not

land manag ement.

367 My concern is that this will not fully take care of the problem. I'd like to see ong oing

removal of these rodents annually and/or when the populations rise ag ain which they

likely will.

368 I really wish the City wasn't such a sellout. Please protect the g rasslands.
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371 OSMP needs to develop assumptions that will g et to the desired condition of ZERO

acres of irr. Ag  deg raded by pdog s. Actions should have the g oal of trying  to g et ALL

irrig able parcels back to healthy sustainable parcels and back into production. All pdog s

need to be removed.

373 DO NOT  MOVE OR RELOCAT E T HESE INNOCENT  ANIMALS!!!! T HIS IS T HEIR

T ERRIT ORY T HEIR T ERRIT ORY NOT  YOURS!!!!!!! I HAT E YOU T YPE OF POEOPLE

ALWAYS T AKING LANDS AWAY T HAT  DOESNT  BELONG T O YOU!!!!!. T hese animals

here for a reason wether you can see the reason or not T HEY R HERE FOR a

380 Lethal means are the most humane and effective.

381 In addition to these assumptions, the numbers that we base our areas of 30  dog  per

acre is are way under what it should be. T hat is probably way under what is in much of

the population in the northern properties.

383 Sterilization of prairie  dog s is preferred to killing  them.

388 Government bodies must also provide funding  for these policies!

389 At this point, Lethal control is the only realistic tool that will reduce the conflict & provide

balance on irrig ated properties. Relocation can continue but the numbers are so limited

it can only be used in very small areas. Barriers and restoration after removal,

absolutely.

392 I do not think that it is wise to present scenarios. T hat g ives the city council a way out of

committing  to action based on the facts. T he problem needs an immediate and strong

response.

40 0 Barriers do not always work. T reatment of plag ue should not be used. Plag ue is nature's

way to help control prairie  dog  populations.

40 1 City of Boulder OSMP and the Prairie  Dog  Working  Group need to collaborate with the

USFWS to re-introduce the endang ered black-footed ferret as a natural predator to

better manag e the overpopulation of prairie  dog  colonies on their 3517 Nebo Road

OSMP land.

40 6 T he idea of overpopulated prairie  dog  colonies is a human construct without basis in

science. Populations will manag e themselves. If the prairie  dog s feel that there are too

many in a colony, they will reduce their numbers themselves.

40 7 T he effort to relocate at this point seems to be a waste. I would strateg ically kill PDs and

restore lands to ensure practices are functional. Or even beg in process of restoration

without worrying  about removal.

410 We need areas of no dog  habit on both public and private lands to be inclusive with

boundaries we can all ag ree on. Any dog  areas included will only back seed to areas we

want dog  free.
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411 T here are more prairie  dog s in Colorado than people. You have the wrong  priorities

414 We must focus on restoration, as well as prevention on other OSMP lands!

Desertification will only g et worse with climate chang e. We need to allow the farmers

and ranchers who are carbon farming  experts to step in and help OSMP (for $

compensation, of course!)

421 In trying  to please everyone, OSMP risks missing  an opportunity to affect positive, long

term chang e and jeopardizes its mission to steward this land. No amount of empathy for

living  creatures can replace the fact that the land is being  harmed. No PDs = chance for

land to heal

422 Ag ain, think of whole systems reg eneration and balance.

424 ST OP with the relocation!! You are just opening  up otherwise beautiful land to the

destruction of these animals. T here are SO SO SO many in BC there is NO WAY you are

g oing  to g et even close to eradicating  them or risking  their survival in the area. It is a

waste of money!

425 needs to be much more ag g ressive if we want to g ain control of ag  lands and make

prog ress in crisis. T oo many options and choices and efforts in different directions will

only dilute efforts and slow prog ress

426 T hese manag ement actions cannot be limited to just the irrig able land.

428 "It's infeasible  to address larg e prairie  dog  populations on ag ricultural lands by current

non-lethal practices alone." YES

431 I think that controlling  population of PD colonies is important for long  term success,

including  birth control options (non lethal).

435 I would add the encourag ement of natural predators to control the PD population. Some

of that mig ht be public education; we have to know how to live with some rattle  snakes

and coyotes!

436 barriers work well. I've seen it. if they aren't plag ue carrying  or rabid, think harder on

how to control and stop NOT  thinking  out of the old box.

439 Let the farmers and ranchers manag e the land.

451 Seems like a common sense approach.

462 Allowing  for "some" prairie  dog s to be killed simply allows for using  lethal methods and

"some" to be determined indiscriminately.

467 Lethal options are unacceptable

472 Prefer non-lethal methods
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478 It sounds cost prohibitive. Are we afraid that the prairie  dog s will disappear with lethal

control? T hat will never happen

481 I ag ree except "some prairie  dog s will be killed" is absolutely not okay.

483 First, stop addressing  prairie  dog  populations as invasive or destructive species, then

build a plan around that.

485 I ag ree that Prairie  Rodents should be killed. I ag ree that the land should be restored

and that barriers should be put up. However I totally disag ree with relocation. You would

just be moving  the problem to a different place. We need to reduce the population. It

g rows too fast

487 All of the above measures are necessary to adsdsure the survival of ag riculture in

Boulder County.

490 Simplistic thinking  and planning  processes that isn't g uided by protecting  OUR wild lands

is totally out of line. Making  it easier for ranchers to irrig ate lands for their own profit is

should never be the only g oal.

492 Ag ain... It is amazing  to me that we are including  the lethal option for a native, keystone

species.

493 Praire Dog s MUST  never be murdered to appease humans' continued invasion.

494 Automatically assuming  that larg e portions of the population will automatically need to

be killed is poor manag ement. Non lethal methods have been shown to be more

effective and more compassionate. T hese animals are important. Killing  can be avoided.

495 Not nearly lethal enoug h to take care of the problem. Maybe the P Dog  lovers in

Boulder can take them home to their own back yards!

498 T he balanced approach would be to remove cattle  by nonlethal means.

50 0 If there is a will there is a way to do this without killing  praire dog s unnecessarily. In

addition, I think it would be g ood to consider the population of foxes or coyotes in these

areas as this is a food source for them and you will do harm to them as well.

50 2 Nice work!

50 3 Killing  is the wrong  approach.

50 8 too expensive and temporary.

521 T he city should not be in the business of killing  our native wildlife .

522 Ag ain starting  from a biased position. And ag ain I do not ag ree that should be your role;

if a person wants to control the land, he can buy it. Otherwise, leave it be.
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523 Irrig ation in that kind of soil will likely create salted soil unless it is in g round irrig ation

therefore this whole ruse is to destroy wild animals, so handful of people can make

money.

524 Relocation works. Lethal methods are NOT  needed or sustainable for the planet.

534 T he animals must not be allowed to over populate an area. Numerous methods

including  lethal disposal must be used.

539 I do not believe in taking  any action ag ainst the current prairie  dog  colonies. T here

should be no conflict and no plan to increase irrig atedag riculture

540 Its more infeasible  to expect tax payer money to allow the killing  of a declining  keystone

species to profit ag  interests. T hese are public lands and they should be used for habitat

conservation not just to a select few that profit of our public lands.

541 LEAVE T HE PRAIRIE DOGS T HE FUCK ALONE!!

542 Good, but the removal of prairie  dog s should only be permitted conting ent on the

restoration of the ag ricultural lands. T here needs to be some g uarantee that after prairie

dog s are removed that restoration plans will not be abandoned.

544 I disag ree with the assumption (unwritten here) that ag ricultural use of this land must be

preserved. It's my understanding  that the amount of authentic prairie  that remains in the

US, and the amount of territory prairie  dog s occupy, are a tiny fraction of their historical

extent

546 If you kill the Prairie  Dog s, it will remove the conflict with ag riculture. Are you g oing  to

increase pesticide, herbicide and fung icide use as well? Are you aware of the dramatic

loss of insects and birds that is occuring ? Please reduce ag  land and increase natural

land.

550 I think you need to g o back to the drawing  board and start this evaluation over from

scratch. T he natural ecosystem should have precedence over more ag riculture.

554 Yet ag ain why are you even asking  for public input if you have already made your

decision which it looks like you have? Have soil restoration and reveg etation in

conjunction with healthy populations of prairie  dog s.

558 I think the assumption that plag ue will remain absent is very optimistic

563 I don't ag ree with anything  that involves "some prairie  dog s will be killed".

565 Prairie  dog  populations will ebb and flow with nature, not just the plag ue. We have larg e

squirrel and rabbit population and nobody is up in arms. However, those populations

also ebb and flow with nature as predator populations chang e and natural disasters

occur
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568 more natural predation should occur to control dog  populations, this doesn't look like a

balanced system black footed ferrets?

571 I don't like how the question is phrased. You lump in thing s I strong ly ag ree with, with

thing s I strong ly disag ree with, and I'm supposed to select only one answer. But selecting

just one answer on that scale  would totally misrepresent my opinion.

572 I Do not accept the assumption that prairie  dog  populations need to be reduced.

574 Killing  a declining  keystone species is not acceptable, especially 1K-29K. T hese massive

numbers would cause hug e detrimental effects in all associated species of pdog s. Lethal

control at this level is irresponsible  and a lethal attack on multiple  species in Boulder!

Unacceptable

583 T he plan looks g ood.

585 I think open space should be land where prairie  dog s are allowed to live in peace and

not be subject to lethal method of control. Private ag ricultural land should be allowed to

remove prairie  dog s by nonlethal methods only.

589 What about all of the creatures who depend on prairie  dog s? Food chain? Irrig ating  land

in a semi arid environment...water wasting !

590 T he constant scaremong ering  about the plag ue has to stop. T hat is not the only thing

keeping  prairie  dog  populations under control.

591 I feel OSBT  is not even believing  the assumptions even thoug h they say they are. T hey

said they believe the assumptions which include relocation and wanted to minimize lethal

control and then practically were all in favor of a packag e that didnt even include non-

lethal/ relocati
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22 I feel the City should consider lethal methods on all of their land. I feel there are too

many prarie  dog s in this reg ion. Some end up in colonies between a hig hway and a ditch

for example. Its in humane to let them live in an area where everything  is limited.

27 I am relived that the City is reviewing  the prairie  dog  situation and considering  needed

chang es to the policies. T he current policies demonstrate the disconnect by the people

in charg e of policies and the realities of trying  farm infested land. T here are places to

preserve prairie  dog  habitat but it can not be on productive farm land.

42 Get out of your office and g o look at what's happening  to our open space lands! Start

doing  your jobs!!! Get of the solitaire  g ame and start making  stuff happen instead of just

talking  about it!

43 T he conditions at Boulder Valley Ranch have deteriorated rapidly in the past two

months, more holes, more dig g ing , destruction of g rasses at the root. We need to g et

the rodents off these lands before another breeding  cycle. I am also very concerned

about the g unbarrel hills g rasslands and the g rowing  colonies there.

48 You must acknowledg e the link between animal ag riculture and climate chang e-it is

undeniable. We are diverting  water to maintain an irrig ated parcel and leasing  it for

pennies on the notion that we need to "preserve our ag ricultural heritag e". T his is

antiquated and we need people on staff that recog nize this and are willing  to speak out

ag ainst it. It is a topic no one will discuss for fear of offending  farmers and ranchers. We

must make chang e now and PRESERVE our wildlife!!!!!!!!

49 Prairie  Dog s are destructive and a plag ue to urban areas. T he destruction of the

g rasslands in ag ricultural or other open space areas is catastrophic. T he amount of

resources spent on manag ing  prairie  dog  populations is irresponsible.

51 No

67 Beg in restoring  black-footed ferrets to OSMP properties and choose ag ricultural uses

that would be the least harmful to ferrets. Ferrets are hig hly effective at controlling

prairie  dog  populations in a way that is consistent with OSMP's mission and values. T his

also produces LOT S of g ood PR and g ets OSMP out of the bad PR that comes with

human-manag ed population reduction.

68 No

75 I hope you g et started soon.

76 Death by unassisted natural causes or by unassisted predatory activity on open space is

the only lethal method that should be considered, and only as a last resort. Relocation to

the southern g rasslands as well as introduction of the black footed ferret onto the

g rasslands are excellent alternatives, outside of fencing  off territories.

20. Do you have any other comments?
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77 I feel like the city has been protecting  prairie  dog s way too much. T hey need to g o.

T hey are taking  over so much land, and if we leave them unchecked they will be in our

backyards before we know it. T hen we will have a hug e problem because it will affect

property values and everyone will g et upset. T he prairie  dog s just need to be killed.

78 Far too much of in-city land is denuded by prairie  dog  occupation. T his wasteland is not

natural habitat. It's an eyesore and a waste of valuable public recreational lands within

the city where they are most needed and most used.

87 When people, cities, org anizations take bold actions that is when meaning ful interesting

thing s happen. Strang ely the bold action here is to do nothing . T his species has been

g reatly impacted by humans and althoug h a few populations in your county may be larg e

across the rang e they have been severely impacted. T he rig ht thing  here is to leave this

species alone and when possible  enhance it's habitat.

91 Ag ain, the problem is the name. A type to rodent is named a dog . T hat eng enders warm

and fuzzy feeling s in the ig norant. If they were called what they T rueT ype are, rats, then

they would be effectively manag ed.

97 T he city should track the amount of staff time and budg et spent on prairie  dog s versus

the overall ecosystem and other species. How much was spent on this draft approach?

10 5 It's just sad that we have to do anything , but I g et it. Please just find the least destructive

and lethal ways possible  and keep as many of those "dog s" as we can. T hanks.

110 Lethal control is not the solution and it only creates more problems, including  killing  other

species. Look into options such as holistic g razing  and reg enerative ag riculture.

111 I am sure larg e numbers of PET A and other sympathizers will campaig n vociferously

ag ainst lethal measures. Please know that there are larg er numbers of tax paying

citizens of Boulder County that approve of lethal measures when necessary.

112 Money should NOT  be your only motivator. Sustainability of and for all living  being s

should be your g oal.

119 So disappointed with Boulder pandering  to the farmers. Reminds of US g ov't renting

public lands and killing  predators - then wondering  why pest animals (rabbits, etc)

proliferate.

121 T he way you've worded the questions is not optimal. I'm not a scientist. I can't tell you

what's g oing  to help reduce conflict, only whether or not I ag ree with the planned

actions. Makes this whole thing  a waste of time for all of us because you're asking  the

wrong  questions. But in g eneral I believe you should still consider that no prairie  dog s

need to die  by g as or poison. Encourag e more natural predation, and g ive the prairie

dog s more land. It was theirs first anyway.

128 We could have Nucla Days where any healthy g un-toting  American could g o out and

shoot the sacred rats! Only kidding !! Just kidding !
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130 I appreciate your asking  the residents opinion on prairie  dog s, your reason to execute

them is solely for money. Look at Australia and Brazil now. Don't make the same mistake.

133 Please reconsider lethal actions that permanently imbalance natural habitat.

142 T his species plays a vital role  in OUR ecosystem. When will our public servants start

acknowledg ing  that and act in the best interest of ecolog y instead of special interests?

143 We do not want our wildlife  sacrificed for industrial profits. Prairie  dog  populations have

dwindled to less than 1% of their historic numbers and that is still too much? Please do

the rig ht thing  and preserve our wildlife  and environment for future g enerations to

come!

152 Wildlife  first. People second. Fig ure out a way to co-exist, not make extinct. Part of the

reason why people move to Colorado is for the wildlife . Perhaps there needs to be

developer and rancher/ag riculture fees to help purchase relocation land.

155 I live just off Neva Road. T here are many prairie  dog s in this reg ion, and the plus side is

that we also have many hawks and eag les (and coyotes) which prey on them. But I also

know that their population is g rowing . Boulder County needs to keep the prairie  dog s

away from ag ricultural lands. We will need that land - if not now, definitely in the future. I

ag ree that an accelerated plan is needed by the County. Perhaps tours of over-

populated colonies can be g iven to those who object to control.

159 At a time when prairie  dog s are down to less than 1% of their historic numbers, NONE of

our public lands should be set aside to profit welfare ranchers. T he public lands in

Boulder where these prairie  dog s reside should be set aside for restoration which

requires this keystone species to live in their prairie  habitats. Our species has taken FAR

more than enoug h!

160 When it comes down to it, it seems like ag ricultural interests always win out over the

native prairie  dog s. T hey already have less than 1 percent of their orig inal land. T he

public doesn't want animals killed so private ag ricultural interests can profit off of public

lands.

162 We own property adjacent to Wood Bros tract for over 20  years. We used to be able to

walk our dog s and hike in the area now over-run with praire dog s in such a hug ely

bloated over-populated area T he land is now a wasteland of burrows flea and snake

infested and wholey unsuitable for any recreational purpose. Shame on City of Boulder

for allowing  this once g reen belt area become a wasted eyesore!

171 We are too quick to dismiss our wild little  neig hbors as pests, prairie  dog s are very

important for our ecosystem here in Colorado, their health depends on the health of our

prairie  lands and visa versa, let's not as a community sit back and watch another species

quietly g o extinct because there was no education, no ultimate understanding  of the

big g er picture, because of fear, we should be working  around our tiny little  neig hbors

and encourag e their g rowth and survival. Renee Huskey Renee Huskey
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176 Humans suck.

177 Prairie  dog s are intellig ent, loving  creatures. T hey form tig ht bonds with their families.

Althoug h it is important to have usable farm land, it should not be at the cost of the

prairie  dog s' lives. It seems disturbing  to kill animals and destroy their homes to make

room for people. T he proposed non-lethal methods of relocating  the prairie  dog s is the

most humane approach if they must leave this area. Please consider these options in

order to save the lives of these animals.

180 Please put our wildlife , natural habitat, and natural resources over a few ranchers and

farmers personal profits. If we kill the PD to favor the few, we have lost sig ht of

protecting  the few remaining  places where wildlife  have to survive.

181 T urn the space into a wildlife  refug e put recycled elevated walkways in with photos and

explanatory nature sig nag e. You can't possibly make enoug h money from rentals to

justify this killing  and irrig ating  and for whose welfare.

182 It is g ood that you are sincerely trying  to make a plan to address the situation and include

public opinion. But I would g uess you already have your decision made and that is

seriously wrong . You can't make enoug h money on the leases to justify killing  those

animals but you could make it into a naturalized area for all to enjoy with some sig nag e

and some walkways.

185 Do not kill prairie  dog s. You are better than that.

186 Focus on our eco system not ag riculture

187 I wonder if there is a public relations campaig n that could be undertaken to discourag e

introduction of prairie  dog s to new areas. Burrowing  animals are not permitted on

earthen dams. I am aware of several reservoir companies which have had to kill prairie

dog s on dams. In one case, no further prairie  dog  issues have been encountered after

an article  was published in the local HOA newsletter about the need to kill prairie  dog s

on the dam.

188 Prairie  dog s are a native species that have been removed from larg e part of their

historic rang e, and they should be allowed to remain on the ag ricultural sites.

191 It's time for a new way of seeing  habitats and the natural world. It's time to coexist

193 Restore wildlands, native biotic communities, & mig ration corridors before it's too late.

199 T hank you for working  throug h and expediting  this process. T here is sig nificant land

deg radation occurring  on the OSMP system and action needs to be taken to prevent it

from g etting  worse.

20 2 As stated before, prairie  dog s are a keystone species and should not just be killed for

someone's profit. We need to protect wildlife  into a future that looks bleaker for all

creatures. Killing  should not even be considered.

ResponseID Response

City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks 
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP Occupied by Prairie Dogs 
Engagement Window 2 Compendium of Community Input

Page 128



20 6 T here are more ecolog ically sound methods than killing  when it comes to manag ing

prairie  dog  populations. Please allow this keystone species to live in its native habitat,

and don't eradicate them!

20 8 T hank you for the detailed information, was wondering  what the traps along  51st to

Boulder Res were about. Now I feel I know the manag ement choices better.

210 I really cannot believe this discussion is taking  place 40  years after I studied the ecolog y

of pd towns and the same outdated, archaic reasoning  is still as embedded as cancer

215 I would like to see your assumptions tested as a pilot prog ram before full

implementation.

223 At what point is the city liable  for the destruction of private due to the lack of

manag ement of a animals on Public g rounds that destroy neig hboring  private property?

Kill them. Remove them. T hey hurt land values and cost private land owners money to

mitig ate.

230 Prairie  dog s are essential in g rasslands and have a rig ht to public lands, not livestock or

ranchers.

233 I think there has been too much consideration for these creatures. Acres and acres of

land not usable for any other purpose than to house them. And they destroy the habitat.

Weeds and bare earth replace g rassland. It's unnecessary.

237 Maybe you should re-think cattle  g razing  on these lands instead of killing  more wild life .

Beef is bad for the human diet and a source of methane pollution that is suffocating  the

planet. Prairie  dog s aren't the problem.

238 It's the invasion of humans, the exponentially hug e number of humans moving  to Boulder

County, that are the problem. Not the prairie  dog s. T his is their natural environment,

their home. T hey are not the invasive species, the humans are the invasive species.

239 It's about time we moved forward in this plan to recover destroyed farmland. T he

wavering  has g one on for years. Boulder is rife  with bleeding  heart PET A-esque

protesters who would protect any pest including  rats and destructive raccoons! Don't

listen and move on!

242 I AM T OT ALLY SICK AND T IRED OF HUMANS KILLING OUR WILDLIFE FOR T HE

"GREAT ER GOOD" WHICH IS T OT AL BULLSHIT . HUMANS KILLED T HE PREDAT ORS

T HAT  PREY ON PRAIRIE DOGS AND NOW T HEY WANT  T O MURDER T HEM HUMANS

ARE T HE PROBLEM ...
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245 I am satisfied that staff continue to work hard at resolving  this vexing  problem. I would

have to review details of the ag . plan, but trust that decisions reg arding  PDs are made in

context of efficient ag . vs. natural g rassland use allocations; i.e ., small ag  land frag ments

mig ht be sacrificed/restored to native g rassland where the larg er context would

sug g est that. I also encourag e close communication and collaboration with the county

and private landowning  neig hbors.

246 Please allow us to shoot them with suppressed 22's.

247 T he cowardice and obfuscation by OSMP staff when dealing  with the PD issue has been

very disturbing  for many years now. Staff hides behind rude consultants, chang es maps

and numbers willy-nilly, refuses to deal with years of valid complaints, and pretends that

there is no problem with the land when they know better. County staff on the other hand

puts the land first, and has the courag e to stand in a packed room for hours answering

questions and complaints. You could learn a lot from them.

249 T here are way to many prarie  dog s for a healthy eco system in Boulder County.

252 Not once have you considered the neig hbors that live adjacent to the city property out in

the county. You affect our property value and don't g ive consideration to our plig ht with

the prairie  dog s. You must enforce lethal control if you want to g et your land back in

balance. T here's no topsoil left on the Brubaker city property. Get tenants that will take

better care of the property. Enforce lethal control. Allow your tenants to use lethal

control.

255 All C of B manag ement plans and the City Charter say that ag riculture should be

preserved. City of Boulder has only preserved prairie  dog s and destroyed many

irrig ated parcels in the process. It's time to value the land, healthy soil and sustainable

ag riculture and permanently remove the prairie  dog s from irrig ated parcels. T he only

realistic way to do this is with lethal control.

259 I was surprised to read the assumption that osmp tenants would not be willing  to be

trained in lethal control methods as a justification for only city staff to provide such

control. It may be that some lessees are willing  to be trained (or already are trained) to

do so and, if so, that could save the city staff time. Lethal control measures likely will

need to be used over time during  a g rowing  season, which will impose constraints on

city staff, so that additional personnel may be needed.

260 Controlling  prairie  dog s by any means necessary is a pro-environment policy, enabling

restoration of natural g rasslands and reg enerative ag riculture that sequesters carbon,

builds soil health and provides nutritious food to local people. I hope the City will

responsibly manag e its lands in the future to prevent overrun of prairie  dog s and

resulting  environmental deg radation.

261 Just g lad to hear that this problem is finally being  addressed, as it's long  overdue! T his is

a private property (if located near City of Boulder open space) manag ement expense

that NO private property owners should have to incur!!
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265 I have lived at my residence for almost 30  years. T he prairie  dog s in the City owned

open space were mostly non-existent I'm g uessing  because of a plag ue. Now they have

taken over this property and the surrounding  neig hbors properties costing  all my

neig hbors ten's of thousands in lost hay production and destruction of their hay fields.

One they mig rate across the road more of us are g oing  to loose our hay fields. All

because the city of Boulder has chosen not to maintain their property.

266 Prairie  dog s deserve the rig ht to live and occupy their lands that we have already taken

so much of.

269 T hanks for listening ...I know the pro-rodent lobby is loud and org anized...I prefer

farmland, locally g rown food/and or pasture, and am tired of the increasing  holes, dirt

and dust these rodents cause. No matter what is done 10 0 % success will not be

reached, but the effort should start ASAP. Good luck.

272 Glad to see that thing s are becoming  more balanced and that farmer's knowledg e is

ag ain being  respected. T hank you.

276 Reduce the size of g overnment and reduce taxes. Be more efficient in your jobs working

for us taxpayers.

279 We are years overdue to update our prairie  dog  rules to include lethal control. T he

problem has g otten out of hand despite the availability of proven measures that are

taken for g ranted almost everywhere outside of Boulder.

280 It is best not to disturb animals and their habitat....

285 Instead of sending  out surveys like this to typical Boulder do-g ooders who know nothing

about prairie  dog s, quit screwing  around and look at historical methods of g etting  rid of

these varmints.

288 not opposed to lethal methods of removal

295 Prairie  dog s are a keystone species and should not be killed under any circumstance.

Economic values should not trump Environmental and ethical values. We are g oing  to

lose this planet and the ability to g row ANYT HING on our soul if we do not respect and

allow our natural ecosystems to thrive, whether that be an inconvenience to human

economy and finance or not. Money is not more important than having  a place for our

g randchildren to live that isn't desert or wildlife-less.

299 T o me prairie  dog s are like the bison of our time. I value their role  as the keystone

species of the plains more than I value propped up ag riculture.
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30 0 T his project CAN NOT  BE EXPEDIAT ED! 1.Develop a 6 yr plan to slowly recede PD

burrow borderlines. 2.Accept 20 -25% PD occupancy level on irrig able/irrig ated land.

3.Lower Stocking  rate 4.If land has low Ag  pot., redesig nate! Convert g razing  land to

prairie  g rassland 5.Focus on the 2-3 Ag  tenants who are the worse off 6.Keep

continuous swaths of PD land intact, ex. SW ¼ of map. p.7, S. of Neva Rd., W. of Farmer's

Ditch 7. No removal close (350 ft to 650 ft) to raptors nests that depend on the PDs

30 2 T hank you for addressing  this problem that impacts so many individuals who access

these multi-use areas.

30 3 Maybe, we love prairie  dog  days. Prairie  dog  viewing  areas and trips. Clear-sided

prairie  dog  tunnel / burrow viewing  area. Prairie  dog  cam. Eag le and ferrug inous hawk

days. Interpretive sig ns re  Value of prairie  dog s to snakes, coyotes, burrowing  owls, etc.

Public advertisement of how much we must subsidize ag riculture on Open Space and

how it damag es our native plant and animal communities.

30 4 How much taxpayer money is being  spent and wasted on all of this conversation about

prairie  dog s!!??? Please reply to artmajor5@ yahoo.com.

30 8 I strong ly urg e the use of lethal methods to remove prairie  dig s from Ag ricultural lands.

310 Ideally you'd subsidize your lessees PD manag ement practices because they are very

expensive. But you must also incentivize neig hbors to manag e their PDs or no matter

what you do on OSMP lands the PDs will be back in an astonishing ly short amount of

time. And if you make it inexpensive for OSMP lessees but expensive for your

neig hbors, that. is. not. fair!!! Summary: Please proceed quickly to g et lethal control

g oing  before more soil is lost, more weeds come in, and more farmers g ive up!

314 Please consider what is best for the land, not just for one destructive animal!

318 I prefer a wild life  sanctuary for these creatures over the measures sug g ested for the

profit of farmers.

322 T ake the time to remove the animals and not just kill them. Our city has been a positive

influence on colorado by displaying  compassion towards all creatures, this will only

encourag e other communities to use lethal control.

327 Very concerned about how prairie  dog s are being  monitored for diseases, plag ue etc.,

that can be transmitted to humans. Our population areas have close contact with the

colonies and many of the trails are within a few feet of active prairie  dog s. T he East

Boulder T rail, Gunbarrel trail course within a few feet of prairie  dog s and it appears no

monitoring  of disease is being  done. Ag ricultural lands are the same. Waiting  for a

human to contract a flea born disease needs to be prevented.

331 T here has g ot to be an understanding  that nature, climate chang e, etc. all g o hand ind

hand. Eliminating  nature and its creatures is no solution. It is only a vendetta ag ainst

nature, And is a haste towards destruction of the natural world.
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332 Short of a perfect world, which is a fantasy, we need to look at the overall and long -term

g ood health of our ecosystems. We have really messed up Earth's systems in the West,

and now we just have to bite  the bullet to g et thing s in as healthy a balance as we know

how to do. It is hard to kill anything . Prairie  Dog s are rodents, but we don't seem to have

a problem killing  rats and mice, voles, g round squirrels and rabbits which also destroy

our food supplies. It's toug h. Be brave.

337 How much long er do you plan to use the same old methods to destroy animals whose

fault is that they don't have a voice, and keep allowing  urban sprawl g oing  completely

out of control, running  out of options when relocating  is no long er an option? How much

long er? T here are humane ways to create a balance between wildlife  and humans: find

them. Don't just listen to developers allowing  for their money to do the talk. Your

consultants g et paid g ood money to come up with nothing  new.

341 I can't understand that Boulder offered XCEL energ y $94 million for acquiring  its

infrastructure in our City's action ag ainst climate chang e BUT  at the same time reduces

the budg et of OSMP by $10  million in 20 20 !! Before climate chang e g ets us, habitat

loss to every burping  cow and asphalted street/parking  lot will!! On a last note, using

lethal means is short-sig hted, since the root of conflict is habitat frag mentation, inhibiting

natural wildlife  movement patterns and veg etation reg eneration.

343 If Boulder is truly committed to climate chang e then must remove the PDs from irrig ated

Ag  parcels. Reveg etate and restore these parcels. Put water back on ALL your irritable

parcels. Many are bare g round/heat islands from PD occupation. Water, healthy soil &

crop cover equals life . It's critical OSMP restart carbon sequestration on all OSMP

irrig able properties. Goal = restore to condition that each parcel was in when City

purchase or better. T hat's stewardship.

345 Please allow our community to support staff in this very difficult choice. We have a

unique responsibility to address carbon sequestration on our ag ricultural lands. T his

must beg in with healthy soil. Preferencing  one species among  the millions of org anisms

required for healthy soil is simply irresponsible, no matter how difficult lethal control is.

We have an urg ent responsibility to address this now before the population increases or

plag ue breaks out.

346 I think it's an abomination that a city like Boulder allows farmers to use public lands to

g raze cattle . Animal ag riculture is one of the top three contributors to climate chang e.

We should not allow the financial interest of ranchers to outweig h the rig hts of wildlife  to

exist on these lands.

355 I haven't seen a proposal to increase the populations of prairie  dog  eaters (except for

ferrets) but others like eag les, coyotes, etc would also help. Prairie  dog s deserve to be

left alone, because their presence in the natural environment is important to many other

native plants and animals, and recent research sug g ests that they are far less detrimental

to ranching  and ag ricultural interests than once thoug ht.
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356 Boulder talks the talk about the value of sustainable ag , healthy soil & carbon

sequestration in the Charter, Master Plan, BV Comp Plan, Ag  Plan & Grassland Plan but

they don't walk the walk. Now is the time to stop talking  about it over & over & over and

take real action. It will be difficult but lethal control is the answer. Don't chang e land

manag ement desig nations, that is total cop out & wrong . Start truly manag ing  and

steward the irrig ated land as your charter & manag ement plans dictate,

359 Lethal control must be an option for OSMP ag ricultural users.

362 T hank you for your work on this difficult topic. I support the decision making  of the staff

who have spent so much time and energ y researching  the best interventions and

impacts for the land, humans, and prairie  dog s.

363 As a citizen we are required to vaccinate, license and take classes for the protection of

the open space. Yet prairie  dog s can be diseased, overpopulate and create dang erous

eroision of the path and land and nothing  g ets done. T hey are rodents and need to be

treated as such. T here is no balance with them now. We hike Deg g e, Hidden Valley

T rail, Boulder Valley Ranch and those areas have been decimated with the rodents. We

as citizens are more responsible  than the city. Fix it!

367 I love our open spaces in Boulder County. We pay taxes for these wonderful lands. I also

pay annual fees for my dog 's licenses and open space tag s which g oes in part to allow

these trails to be maintained. T he prairie  dog  situation poses a g reat threat to my

animal's health as well as to me. T heir burrow holes are everywhere and pose a threat

to humans walking  in the area. T he veg etation has been destroyed and the land has

become nearly barren. Other animals g et culled, so should PD's.

368 Please protect the g rasslands. We don't need all this ag riculture, but we do need places

where nature and unique wildlife  can flourish. Respect life .

371 Boulder has an Ag  crisis because they have only been concerned about protecting

pdog s. Balance = Protect Land. OSMP must uphold charter and all manag ement plans.

Pdog s are not compatible  with irrig ated parcels. Ample protected areas for pdog s.

Remove all the prairie  dog s from irrig ated parcels. Need healthy soil and land for

sustainable Ag . CofB climate commitment, "need to chang e the system, not just lig ht

bulbs". Carbon sequestration doesn't happen on PD denuded g round. T ake BIG action

now.

373 Yes this world is ruined for animals because of you people that think you are better than

the animals and have no respect whatsoever for animals. I'm sick and tire  of you types of

people stealing  animals home away BECAUSE OF YOUR SELFISH WANT S of stealing

T HEIR LAND so you can build on it for YOUR SELFISH GREEDY WANT S. For once have

compassion for animals and build in your own territory or somewhere where there isn't

any animals! Watch out karma is real n wil g et u For every animal u kill or take

378 I believe action needs to be taken before the next breeding  season.

381 We need to immediately respond to this crisis, as we will lose valuable tenants with this

inconsequential approach.
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383 Sterilize  colonies and wait for them to die  out.

387 Lethal action and restoration need to happen ASAP.

388 T hank you so much for considering  ways to bring  the ecosystem back into balance!

389 Follow Boulder County Pdog  practices, they are very successful. Remove the pdog s

from irrig able properties; lethal control is the only realistic option at this point. Don't

chang e land manag ement desig nations or remove water from any irrig able properties.

Get the water flowing , even if there are prairie  dog s there rig ht now. Need healthy soil

& carbon sequestration for sustainable Ag . Water = Life. Ag  should thrive on irrig ated

land w/out pdog s, pdog s can thrive on protected g rasslands.

392 Please act on saving  our soil!

396 Excessive numbers of prairie  dog s are very destructive to the land. T he holes are

dang erous for livestock g razing  as well.

397 I have examined the "Irrig able Lands Map" that is part of the "Expedited Manag ement

Review". My land is not shown as irrig able and neither is the open space next to it. T he

tactics you describe seem to focus on improving  prairie-dog  manag ement on YOUR

irrig able lands. But, they will not help my wife and me on our irrig able land. We will still

be paying  about $5,0 0 0  per year to monitor and control the problem. Even so, this is a

g ood start. Daniel Moorer 50 50  Niwot Road Long mont

40 0 I would like to see more prairie  dog  lethal control on other land, too, including  open

space, where too many prairie  dog s have denuded areas of native g rasses.

40 1 Being  successful in practicing  ag riculture as a landowner is dependent on a multitude of

economic, environmental, land use manag ement and reg ulatory factors. Sustaining

private ag ricultural land has become even more challeng ing  as both Boulder County and

the City of Boulder have acquired adjacent Open Space land. Maintaining  private

irrig ated ag ricultural land is challeng ing  enoug h without Boulder OSMP making

ag ricultural land use economically unsustainable due to hosting  prairie  dog  colonies.

40 3 I am hopeful that OSBT  will modify how PD colonies are manag ed on irrig able lands that

they control, so that they meet the stewardship g oals that they are committed to.

40 6 Lethal control is obscene and belong s to dark-ag es assumptions and values.
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410 Dog s are live stock encourag ed to g raze on an open rang e by OSMP. T his puts land

owners in direct conflict. OSMP would not tolerate my cows moving  onto OSMP

manag ed land, crossing  roadways or destroying  farm land. OSMP needs to be a g ood

neig hbor and work with existing  land owners and ag . We have another endang ered

keystone species, the Boulder County Farmer, once they drop below a certain critical

number you will have to import and pay for the services of restoration which they use to

provide.

414 It's past time to take action. Everything  starts with the soil. It's the key to life .

417 it is painful to see desolated urban patches of open space/ vacant lots. Cost is not

clarified: It is important to explain categ ories of ong oing  cost of manag ement and

maintenance ag ainst the g oals of protecting  ecosystem(s). Do we need to comply with

State policies?

420 You need to allow farmers to protect their lands from prairie  dog s throug h lethal control.

421 I appreciate that OSMP and OSBT  have a responsibility to consider all sides. Please side

with the science, with observable fact, with those who seek to heal the land and restore it

using  reg enerative ag riculture. Please use your authority and expertise to make the

rig ht call, and allow the lethal removal of PDs from OSMP land so that farmers can do

their work in stewarding  the land and restoring  it. PDs need us to facilitate their ability to

rebalance. T he land needs us to steward it responsibly

424 I cannot believe this is still g oing  on. We have been saying  the same thing  for YEARS and

you are not listening ...is it that you need SO much proof to g o ag ainst the uneducated

prairie  dog  proponents? ...do you think they have any idea the severity of the problem?

Do you??? I was on some of the "tours" last year...they were not even at the severe

locations...and no one was even looking  at the destruction...you had "speakers" at the

locations....when the whole point was to look at the problem!

425 I am very disappointed in City of Boulder and allowing  past policies stay is place to

protect prairie  dog s, way beyond when should have been chang ed. Damag e done, soils

destroyed (expensive to restore), farmers / ranchers leaving  lawsuits from adjacent

neig hbors City of Boulder property w/ over-populated colonies. Waste of taxpayers

money now crisis to deal with. More PD's must be killed as out of control. And private

landowners exasperated have to foot bill for lethal control own property.

428 T he value of irrig ated ag ricultural land can not be overstated, especially in lig ht of

current climate trends. Prairie  dog s are destroying  OSMP ag ricultural land and must be

mitig ated. Lethal control, along  with restoration efforts, is the fastest, most humane, most

effective method to control their population. Sacrificing  ag  land for one species is not

g ood policy. Prairie  dog  populations must be manag ed on any land to keep a g ood

balance of animals to resources.Current policy isn't working

431 PD colonies are quickly ruining  the open space we all share (and encroaching  into

neig hboring  private property as a result), a solution needs to be ag reed upon soon.
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435 Judg ing  by the comments in the Camera, this is a toug h job to mollify the animal-rig hts

side while  helping  out the farmers (and horse owners, such as myself). I appreciate that!

A few PDs mig ht be cute, but they've turned into a plag ue themselves, which I've seen

take over in the 10  years I've been riding  many of these lands.

454 You must consider empowering  farmers to manag e prairie  dog  impact. We have to be

able to flood irrig ate, destroy burrows with ditchers, keyline plows, and equipment so

that we can g et plants g rowing  ag ain and start to rebuild the soil, so much of which has

already been lost. Also, perhaps long er leases would help incentivize leasees to take

better care of the land.

462 Prairie  dog s are important to the life  cycle. I appreciate your effort to not simply kill

them. T hat is never the rig ht solution.

485 What g ood purpose do Prairie  Rodents serve? Why do we try so hard to save these

destructive rats? Is it because they are called dog s instead of rats or rodents? T hey tear

up valuable lands, hurt farmers and carry the plag ue. T hey need to be eliminated.

487 Property values are severely compromised by the presence of PD's.

490 Stop killing  prairie  dog s! Ranchers and ag ricultural interests have wrecked havoc on our

lands already. T he city of Boulder should not stand for this!

493 I think it is reprehensible  to MURDER wildlife  for any reason. T he easiest and fastest way

to reduce conflict is for humans to adopt a plant-based diet. Anything  less is pointless.

494 T he City of Boulder already seems to have its mind made up on this issue. I can only

hope that you actually examine the science, listen to the people (not just the ranchers),

and find compassion in your policies. Prairie  dog s are one of the primary reasons why so

many other species can live here, including  jackrabbits and burrowing  owls. A mass

slaug hter will exterminate a variety of other animal life , harm our ecosystem, and will

look bad for the City of Boulder. Nonlethal is the best way.

495 Going  to have to g et far toug her and more lethal on this problem. Far too many P Dog s

in the area.

498 T his entire survey is misleading . People and cattle  have invaded this area, not prairie

dog s. Stop penalizing  natural species for simply existing . Cease corporate farming

welfare.

50 4 Has introduction of natural predators been considered? T here are successful case

studies demonstrating  the sig nificant, positive impact of reintroducing  natural predators

to an ecosystem to cut back on infestations. Provide farms with means to start drawing  in

hawks, owls, and foxes. Consider working  with environmental conservation g roups to

reintroduce endang ered predators that can live symbiotically around farm land.
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50 8 Lethal prairie  dog  control has been rejected by the g eneral population in the past. I

propose using  a bait containing  a sterilizing  ag ent to prevent reproduction. A sing le

application could have a sig nificant, long  lasting , impact without lethal control and

possibly at lower cost than alternate plans.

512 T he lack of predators is part of the problem

517 Reintroducing  the Black Footed Ferret would be a g ood move to start with, then

restoring  more native prairie  should be the next, more long  lasting  step as well.

520 It is important to educate the public that Prairie  Dog s are not part of canine family and

that they are in fact part of Rodent Family. A more appropriate name for them would be

Prairie  Rats so that public opinion will more accurately reflect the deg ree of the

problems. T hese little  animals spread diseases and are not cute little  pet-like animals.

Boulder's decision/action will have an impact not only on Boulder or Boulder County but

on the entire front rang e, all of Colorado and the nation.

521 I urg e you to do everything  possible  to avoid the terrible  policy of killing  off a keystone

g rassland species. T he dual mission of maintaining  our native habitats and also

promoting  ag riculture clearly poses very difficult conflicts. Where ag riculture makes

sense, I do support org anic g ardening  and carbon sequestration techniques. But the

primary g oal of open space should be to support native habitats for native species, not

cows or other practices that threaten keystone species.

522 Yes, but I know you won't listen so I won't bother. I'm not some loony save-everything

idiot. I am just very anti 'manag ement' of open spaces (and mountain parks). T hese, and

many other, animals are not left alone anywhere. T here are many of us out there who

enjoy and appreciate them much more than we 'enjoy' a bunch of hay for cows. If they

want to control the land, let them buy it. T he rest belong s to all of us, thoug h you seem to

disag ree.

523 You do understand that tens of thousands of people come to Colorado every year

because they love nature and because of the internet they're also seeing  how brutal and

cruel you are. Doesn't bode well for one of your critical money-making  Industries.

524 T hank you for making  the survey open to the public.

531 Involve the public more.

534 Remove the ban on mitig ation during  the breeding  season I hear is in place. Allowing

pups to survive then subjecting  them to lethal means is both a waste of money and their

lives.

535 My only concern would be to remove dead prairie  dog s once killed so that they won't

pass any I'll effects on to predators

537 Please, no relocation to places with native veg etation
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540 I urg e ag ain that the city is referring  back to the Boulder Prairie  Dog  Working  Group

recommendations for dealing  with prairie  dog  conflicts. Please don't disrespect the

many hours this g roup has been working  on so hard. Prairie  dog  #s continue to decline.

We must focus on the health of our ecosystems and provide habitats for many other

species. Ag  interest continues to receive too many special favors. T he health and

biodiversity of our ecosystems needs to be priority!

541 LEAVE T HE PRAIRIE DOGS T HE FUCK ALONE!!!!

542 Boulder's ag ricultural lands have a lot of potential value, both to the economy and the

environment. By adjusting  prairie  dog  manag ement plans, the city has the potential to

take advantag e of the lands value. I support the removal of prairie  dog s (in an ethical

way), so long  as there is a g uarantee that the land they formerly inhabited will be

restored and used for its maximum carbon sequestration potential.

544 T ransitioning  to primarily plant-based ag riculture will help us feed our population while

reducing  the acreag e of land under cultivation, and perhaps reducing  our reliance on the

cultivation of dry land that needs irrig ation. I support this transition, and I hope that the

city of Boulder will encourag e a reduction of ranching  and haying  in the area.

546 If your g oal is to 'reduce conflict with ag ricultural uses' by all means killing  the Prairie

Dog s will accomplish that. I would rather Boulder OSMP protect the environment first. I

would strong ly recommend the book "Re-Wilding " as a way to re-envision ag riculture.

550 Please support wildlife . Visitors from out of town are always enchanted by the prairie

dog s. We should be doing  more to support them.

554 As I said, I find it sad, despicable, wrong  and ag ainst everything  that I thoug ht OSMP

stood for to kill prairie  dog s. All I see in Boulder now is more development on land which

I thoug ht was protected and more killing  of animals because they no long er fit your ever

chang ing  model of the "perfect landscape". T he perfect landscape nowadays only

includes humans and their building s. Why don't you g uys stand up for what's rig ht instead

of kowtowing  to rich people and the University of Colorado?

556 I hope COB will seriously consider working  with holistic land manag ers and ranchers and

especially consulting  with org anizations like T he Savory Institute and T he Nature

Conservancy both with staffs found locally in Boulder, CO.

563 It is humans who have encroached on the prairie  dog s natural habitat. Why is it that

humans always blame the innocent animals for problems, when it is humans who cause

the prairie  dog s, and all wildlife , to be blamed.

565 If the city decides to use lethal means, you will cause a BIG fissure in our community and

g o ag ainst the very g rain of what Boulder has stood for in protecting  its wildlife  and

environment!! I sincerely hope you do not use lethal means and represent the people

that live within its city limits!

ResponseID Response

City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks 
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP Occupied by Prairie Dogs 
Engagement Window 2 Compendium of Community Input

Page 139



570 I truly hope you will not eng ag e in such violent actions ag ainst prairie  dog s with forced

displacement and lethal means. It says a lot about who you are and our community if you

did otherwise.

571 T he way the questions were put tog ether in this survey made it impossible  to select an

answer on the scale  that reflected my real opinion. Reg ardless of how I answered I

would end up indicating  the opposite  of what I wanted to indicate to about half of the

items that were g rouped tog ether.

572 I oppose any lethal removal of prairie  dog s.

574 Boulder is moving  backwards in environmental protections with this plan to bring  back

lethal control. T hese lands were boug ht w/tax payer dollars and more than just ag

should be considered. Innovation instead of lethal control is needed. More than just

pdog s will be harmed, not acceptable. What has happened to the Boulder that we all

used to so admire? You have people in the community wanting  to help with this, they

were in the PDWG and are being  ig nored along  with all of their recommendations.

578 All of the proposed actions can and will work. My issue is how the cost will be covered. I

ranch on 250  acres of private land in Boulder Co., half of which is infested with PD's, and I

can't afford to implement any of the proposed control practices. How will these actions

be funded at the local g overnment/OSMP level? I would like to see more creative,

potentially new solutions that can be practically implemented widely, on both irrig ated

and non-irrig ated land, including  private land.

583 As with everything , moderation is the key. For years non-lethal 'relocation' has been

done at g reat expense, but as stated on the previous pag e the number of prairie  dog s

continues to g row. Other animals are killed every day of the year for 'sport', for 'food',

and for protection of other resources. I don't see any other options except for humane

lethal culling . T hank you for the work you do.

585 I understand that this is a very complicated issue, but I feel strong ly that there need to be

lands were prairie  dog s have absolute protection and can live in peace. I think Boulder

can do better than employ lethal methods of prairie  dog  control, and I urg e all parties

involved to make every effort to do so. Please allow the colonies to remain as they are

on the land in question. It is so important for people to be able to enjoy the land with all

of the wildlife  that is meant to live there.

587 We *must* maintain ability to use irrig able lands for irrig ated ag . If lethal control is

sometimes required to accomplish that, I favor use of lethal controls.

589 If it must be done, Non lethal only please! Still seems like a waste of money and water to

me. I'm here conserving  every drop of water possible  so that you can waste it irrig ating

in a dry area? Speechless on the constant assault of natural areas in the Boulder area.

590 Maybe you can steal some money from the DoD to build a really big , beautiful wall! T his

survey is asking  all of the wrong  questions. Prairie  dog s are not the enemy. Irrig ation

farming  needs to be fazed out. We are in the midst of a Global Climate crisis and you are

wasting  time trying  to fig ure out how to eliminate prairie  dog s. Unbelievable!
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From: Marianne Martin
To: OSMP Input
Subject: Prairie dog ...oSMP...
Date: Monday, January 6, 2020 9:18:03 PM

External Sender

It is hard to not be totally frustrated by the situation… It is clear that you don’t want to make a decision… The hard
decision… To kill the prairie dogs that are on our lands

This issue has been going on for years and years and years and yet you still approach it as though… “We need
citizen input”

Most citizens know nothing about the severity of this issue… Why are you not taking the lead as the keepers of the
land

most pedestrians come out enjoy the land and enjoy the cute little prairie dogs and think nothing more of it

Those of us that I have seen it be destroyed over the years and watch it ruin our grasslands, our agricultural lands,
and the agricultural opportunity to exist...
The people that should be having input on this are the people that are both seeing the destruction and are affected by
the destruction… The people that are in the city that only see the prairie dogs when they do their little walks and see
how cute they are have no idea what’s happening.... It is so irresponsible to take their word over the word of the
people whose livelihoods are dependant  on the lands.

How can you approve hunting elk on rabbit mountain because they are destroying the land and ignore the
destruction created by the prairie dogs???

Is so clear that you are only reacting in a way to say favor with your constituents… You’re not taking care of the
land… You are taking care of your votes
 … Add If the Lovers at Boulder Valley Ranch… have to leave because they can’t make a subsistence living due to
a prairie dogs… Who could ever make anything work At Boulder Valley Ranch???… The Lands will just die.... The
topsoil blown away and the grasses eaten down past the roots by the prairie dogs

To you this might just feel like being dramatic… But how much have you yourselves been out there in the heart of it
where it’s utter destruction of the lands… If you had really seen it you would not even be questioning the decision
that we have to kill the prairie dogs and take back our lands

Stop kicking the can down the road and make a decision Stop kicking the can down the road and make a decision
the hard decision and save our land...the hard decision ...and save our lands

Marianne Martin

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Elizabeth Black
To: Council
Subject: The next exciting installment........delayed.
Date: Monday, January 6, 2020 9:15:08 AM
Attachments: image002.jpg

External Sender
Hi Council, I had hoped to present the next exciting installment of the Citizen Science Soil Health
Project’s findings tomorrow during public participation.  However, the County is giving an update
about their prairie dog management policies tomorrow at the same time as public participation, so
unfortunately I must ask for a rain check and present more CSSHP findings later in January.  The
County’s prairie dog management is much more progressive, nuanced and effective than the City’s,
and so I feel it is incumbent upon me to learn as much as I can about their policies.  If you want a
preview of our CSSHP findings, Shay Castle has written a very nice, quite accurate article about it in
the Boulder Beat at this link: https://boulderbeat.news/2020/01/05/study-snapshot-boulder-county-
ranches-open-space-have-healthiest-soil/   Thanks very much for all your attention over the last few
months.  Elizabeth Black

Elizabeth Black 

The Citizen Science Soil Health Project
Helping you PROVE you are IMPROVING your soil.

Please thank our sponsors:
SpnsorsCSSHP
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From: Paula Shuler
To: OSBT-Web
Subject: Presentation from 1/8/20
Date: Thursday, January 9, 2020 12:20:38 AM
Attachments: Stratton & Brewbaker PD Occupancy.jpg

Brewbaker-Dec.2019.jpeg
Brewbaker-summer.jpeg
Irrigated-Ag-Summer-&-WInter.jpg

External Sender

OSBT,

I am sorry that I was off my game tonight during my presentation but I am a little under the weather.  This
is what I wanted to say but unfortunately I did not get through all of my points tonight, although this email
still rambles -  as I did this evening.  I believe you all know how I feel, but Hal hasn’t had the pleasure of
getting to know me yet…Hal, I hope you read my email from last week about land ethic, that really sums up
a lot for me.  (BTW Hal, I have been speaking to OSMP about their lack of appropriate PD management for
nearly 5 years). So…what I had planned to say tonight:

Couple of things I would like to talk about tonight –

I’ve read through the draft approach and evaluation of potential actions for management of prairie dogs on
irrigated properties –

I feel like I was at a different Open House on October 23 than what was described in the draft.  

OSMP cites that the most commonly addressed questions or topics of conversation were:

-Why staff had undertaken the project.

-Whether there were areas on OSMP lands that were being set aside to conserve prairie dogs.

-The difference between livestock (cattle) grazing on unirrigated native grasslands (rangelands) and the
types of agricultural activities that take place on Open Space and Mountain Parks irrigated fields.

-The different ways of removing prairie dogs from an area. (...but don’t explain lethal control!!, ps)

So different from what I remember.  I heard countless neighbors of Open Space and tenants talk about the
damage and problems they experience because of the City’s unmanaged PD populations on irrigated
parcels.   OSMP really didn’t talk about lethal control, which is an integral part of this review.  To me, it
was the same presentation that I have seen many times.  Of the 80 people in attendance, at least 77 were all
about sustainable agriculture, soil health and getting the prairie dogs off irrigated ag parcels.  PD advocates
were few and far between this evening.   I also found it so rude and disrespectful that the moderator
announced during the meeting that we would not be discussing neighbor issues at the Open House.  I invited
a whole bunch of neighbors of OSMP and they showed up, only to hear that we would not be discussing
neighbor issues.  Additionally, nowhere in the 58 pages of the draft evaluation does it mention damage to
private property from overpopulation of and migration from OSMP irrigated properties.  This new
document cites 3% prairie dog growth.  That’s laughable in itself.  John Potter quoted 8% growth at a
meeting several months ago and I thought that was low.  Regardless, the only reason OSMP is not at 15% or
20% is because your neighbors to a large extent are taking care of the growth problem for you.  We
mitigated over 1000 prairie dogs in 2019 that migrated onto our farm directly from Stratton & Brewbaker. 
If Stratton & Brewbaker have 4000 prairie dogs, that’s 25%.  Worst prairie dog year ever.
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I’ll ask again, is it your intention to ignore the damage that prairie dogs migrating from Open Space
irrigated parcels cause to private property or does the City of Boulder just not care?  Have you been advised
by counsel not to speak of it???

Private property damage is part of the PD conflict equation - a BIG part.  I know it, you know it.  When you
present the prairie dog conflict to the public, private property conflict must be part of the conversation, they
need to be informed of what is going on and how much damage, money and time neighbors are
experiencing directly from the City of Boulder’s lack of prairie dog management.  We weren’t allowed to
talk about it on October 23 and now this latest draft ignores the issue also. I have heard OSBT members,
Council members and the past Mayor acknowledge the private property conflicts in their meetings yet it is
nowhere in your information to the public.   The conflict with and damage to private properties is very real
and must be acknowledged.  I want the public to know the true, full story.  As Council Member Young
stated “we are simply outsourcing our lethal control to our neighbors and we need to own that”. 

As requested, I will follow up with some numbers from neighbors as soon as I can gather information.  Just
so you know, in the last several years, we have:

Constructed 2320’ of prairie dog fence at $7.00 linear foot = $25,340.  

2017 + 2018 + 2019 mitigation costs = $8500.00  

In the last three years we have spent over $33,000 attempting to keep prairie dogs that migrate from OSMP
irrigated ag parcels from ruining our land and our livelihood.  Our land objectives have never and will never
include prairie dogs.  We do not want our farm to look like or experience the damage that exists on Stratton
& Brewbaker. 

If the ‘end game’, as John Potter eluded to includes lethal control and clearing all the prairie dogs off
irrigated agricultural properties, it will be beneficial to both OSMP agricultural goals and neighbors.  If
OSMP can manage their irrigated ag parcels appropriately, desired condition = zero prairie dogs, I will have
a lot less stress and sleepless nights.  I do not like killing prairie dogs.  Please know that Brewbaker has
been categorized as a ‘removal’ property for many years.  Nothing has been removed.  I was told a couple
years ago by OSMP that there are way too many prairie dogs to remove them.  That’s because OSMP does
not have the correct management tools.  It also explains the lack of food for them on Brewbaker and the
need for them to migrate to our farm.  Stratton is experiencing the same demise and should be a removal
property as well, but I’m having trouble getting that info from OSMP.  Stratton cost OSMP $3.2 million
dollars in 2007 and 12 years later because of the absence of realistic prairie dog management, the City of
Boulder has ruined it.  Relocation does not work for the scope and scale of this conflict.  1,200 prairie dogs
a year doesn’t even keep up with the reproduction rate on Brewbaker & Stratton.  Barriers do not work. 
There is  a “pilot” barrier on Brewbaker, a straight line of chicken wire with no sides, which I refer to as an
obstacle, and it is fairly useless.  Believe I’ve told you that I returned from out of town this summer to see
that OSMP had constructed this obstacle on Brewbaker.  First day back, on my bike headed west to US 36
and I see not one, not two, but three prairie dogs all together run around the new obstacle, down the side
lane and onto our farm.  If they really wanted to make a difference, OSMP should have put barriers on the
south side of Neva Road & 39th heading west to keep the PDs on the grasslands.  I have attached a map
below that hopefully clarifies why we have such a conflict.  I’ve made it very clear how I feel about the
PDWG and also their recommendations, this barrier/obstacle is one of them, Heather Swanson cited it at the
Open House.  It doesn’t work.

I want to see both agriculture and prairie dogs thrive on Open Space but in appropriate, separate, locations. 
Sustainable agriculture on irrigated ag parcels without prairie dogs and prairie dogs on the native
grasslands.  Even if lethal control goes through and all the prairie dogs are removed from irrigated parcels,
there will still be abundant prairie dogs on the grasslands.  Beech Open Space, grassland which is at 60%
prairie dog occupancy, is literally one flap of an eagles wings from Brewbaker and Stratton and it’s about 5
or 6 flaps from their nest.  They will find the prairie dogs.  There are ample native grasslands with prairie
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dogs scattered throughout the OSMP system available for predators to feed.  If all the prairie dogs are
removed from irrigated ag, there will still be abundant prairie dogs.  Someone needs to make that point loud
and clear.  Perhaps you should consult the County on this and see if they have noticed a decline in predators
because of their ramped up removal efforts.  Additionally, prairie dogs are not the first, second or probably
third choice of food for Birds of Prey.  Prairie dogs are not essential to irrigated agriculture.

Lastly, I wanted to touch on a couple of take aways from the County meeting on Tuesday night:

-In-burrow lethal control with PERC machines is a very effective, efficient, humane way to mitigate prairie
dogs.  4-6% on irrigated ag is a whole lot better than 40 – 95%.  For the scope and the scale of this conflict,
it is the most reasonable option.

-Clearing an entire irrigated parcel of prairie dogs is essential. 

-County said they would never pull water off an irrigable parcel, no matter what the prairie dog occupation. 

-Changing land designations is not the answer.

I will read the draft in detail and provide my input in a separate email.  I just want you to know that I really
appreciate OSBT.  I applaud how much time you have put into educating yourselves regarding this conflict
and how much effort is being expended to value the irrigated parcels and sustainable agriculture for
generations to come - for your properties and ours.

Thank You,
Paula Shuler

This is a map from of prairie dog occupancy on Brewbaker & Stratton.  It is from the OSMP
website last year (2018).  You can see where I drew in yellow extensions of the colonies
because I disagree with the mapping.  Neighbors negatively affected, spending time and
money are in purple.  Brewbaker is red, Stratton turquoise.  The neighbor on the top right has
told me that he has witnessed PDs swim across Left Hand Creek and go onto his property.  He
mitigates any and all prairie dogs, as do other neighbors.  You received a correspondence from
Left Hand Water Company (neighbor to left of Stratton) last year, before the PD tour, about
the importance of being a good neighbor - they mitigate several times a year.  These are just
two of your irrigated parcels.  This condition exists throughout Boulder County on OSMP
irrigated ag parcels and this does negatively affect neighbors.  I don’t really want to belabor
the point but I’ve told you many times - our farm has been in the same family for well over
100 years, way before the City of Boulder felt that it needed to come into the County, spend
lots of money to buy irrigated parcels and not manage them properly.  The City of Boulder is
literally ruining our neighborhood.  This is not what the irrigated ag was purchased for - these
are valuable assets.  This has been going on way too long and the situation is only getting
worse.

This is what Brewbaker looked like last week.  I am very glad the 65 / 70 mile an hour winds
came at night so I did not have to watch the dirt (soil is long gone) on Brewbaker blow away. 
I did ride my bike on Tuesday by both Brewbaker and Stratton and they did experience
damage from those big winds.  More rocks are exposed and both properties are looking very
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worn from PD overpopulation.  I believe this is an agricultural heat island.

Brewbaker, summer - since certain people think it is biased to only show winter pictures.  If I
had an August picture it would look like the winter picture.  Desired condition = zero acres
degraded by prairie dogs.

What OSMP Irrigated Ag parcels should look like...but unfortunately don't
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From: Elizabeth Black
To: OSBT-Web; tglowacki@bouldercounty.org; ralexander@bouldercounty.org; Potter, John; Burke, Dan; Gershman,

Mark; Kolb, Lauren; Pelster, Andy
Cc: pshuler ; Molly Davis; Pomerance, Stephen; Council
Subject: BCPOS: Prairie Dog Control Lessons Learned
Date: Thursday, January 16, 2020 8:28:28 AM
Attachments: image003.jpg

External Sender
Hello OSBT and all,
Just wanted to report on the things I learned from my meeting with County staff Rob Alexander, Amy
Schwartz and Therese Glowacki about Boulder County’s PD control program.  It was just me with
them at the meeting, no one else from COB.  I’m cc’ing this to Rob and Therese as well so that if I have
mischaracterized anything they can correct it for you.

1.       The entire BCPOS PD policy is all on line at this link: https://assets.bouldercounty.org/wp-
content/uploads/2017/04/prairie-dog-habitat-element-grassland-policy.pdf

2.       BCPOS started PD removals slowly 20 years ago.  There have been 5 updates to the policy and
it has changed significantly over the years.  20 years ago they started out by stopping the use
of fumitoxin.  Staff thinks this was very good, since fumitoxin was not good for people or the
environment.  Originally, the public thought trapping was more humane, so to keep the
confidence of the public, for the first 6-8 years, BCPOS only used trapping, and sent PD’s to
Birds of Prey and Ferret Recovery, where the PD’s were killed.  But that didn’t work.  Over the
years, BCPOS found that they were trapping the same properties year after year and not
getting them clear.  (Please note that almost all BCPOS trapped PD’s end up killed sooner or
later.  Most are killed fairly soon after they are trapped.  A few are kept alive and fed live to
young ferrets so ferrets can learn how to hunt.)

3.       Next BCPOS switched to using trapping to get numbers down to around 50 PD’s per property,
and then using lethal control.  That didn’t work well either.  They were still not getting
properties clear, and had to go back to the same properties year after year.

4.       Now they have removed the 50 PD threshold from lethal control.  They still trap first: 2157
PD’s trapped in 2019 with 1400 coming from one property.  But now they switch sooner to
using lethal control for remaining PD’s.  They feel that their current strategy of totally clearing
a sector of adjoining properties before moving on is going to work.

5.       BCPOS originally began their Open Space program with 13 properties.  They now have 147
properties.  So the scope and scale of their PD problem and control efforts has changed a lot
over the years as their number of properties has changed.   In 2019, PD’s have been
completely removed from 24 properties.  Another 24 properties had PD’s completely
removed but PD’s came back in very small numbers.  BCPOS says their No PD Zones (NPD’s)
are 3-5% occupied and they are very pleased with their progress in 2019. 

6.       BCPOS has 13-14 properties that border COB OSMP properties with PD’s, including Brubaker

Sorensen, Alexander Dawson, Autry, 95th and Lookout, Imil, Loukonen, IBM, Twin corners and
Canino.  Those 13-14 properties have been cleared multiple times to no avail, since PD’s
constantly recolonize the BCPOS properties from uncontrolled PD’s on OSMP properties.

7.       BCPOS sends trapped PD’s to both Birds of Prey (BOP) and Ferret Recovery.  They make one
delivery a week to each program during the summer, about a 1 hour long drive each way to
each program.

8.       BCPOS owns 400 traps total.  At the height of the trapping season they might have 370 traps
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deployed every day.  First traps are put out baited but permanently open, to get the PD’s used
to going inside.  Then traps are set to catch PD’s.  Trapping is labor intensive, because every
trap has to be opened in the AM and closed usually by noon or 3PM.  That is so nocturnal
animals such as skunks are not caught in the traps, and so that trapped PD’s do not bake in
the sun for too long mid-day.  There is lots of paperwork with PD trapping and removals:
delivery memo’s, permits, etc.

9.       BCPOS PD removal team is 4 seasonals plus Amy- a ¾ time seasonal supervisor.  Many
seasonals have been back year after year.  They can only work 9 months due to current
County regulations based on now defunct federal regulations.  The moratorium (no removals
during pupping season) also limits staff to 9 months of work.

10.   Costs for BCPOS PD control include Labor, 5 PERC machines (CO - carbon monoxide) each
with their own ATV @$16K, 2 trucks, maintenance of $1K/PERC machine/year, and CO
cartridges.  Last year the County spent $40K on CO cartridges, with many going for tenants’
use.

11.   BCPOS has training classes for their ag tenants who want to control PD’s on leased land.  First
BCPOS does a removal and gets numbers of PD’s down or gone.  Then tenants can do
mopping up or take care of new arrivals.  Tenants can use CO cartridges or borrow the PERC
machines.  Tenants have to go through a training at BCPOS.  They receive a 9 month permit to
control in a specific area with a set bunch of rules.  At first BCPOS required that tenants take
the class every year, but after a few years it was the same old guys over and over so they
haven’t required the class for them recently.  4-7 tenants are currently getting permits and
controlling.

12.   Staff says that their lessons learned over the last 20 years include:
a.       Carbon Monoxide (CO) and Carbon Dioxide (CO2) are acceptable to the public. 

Relocation is not acceptable to much of the public, and relocation is not a good tool
for PD control.  Trapping alone without lethal control is not a good tool for PD
control.  Lethal control, when done right, is more humane than trapping.  The animals
are way more stressed for a longer time with trapping than with lethal control.  All
trapped PD’s (except those being relocated) end up killed in the end.

b.      It’s better to throw all your resources at the PD problem early on so you don’t have a
growing problem.  Half-measures don’t work.

c.       Skilled staff are important, because you have to have an effective strategy when you
clear a property.  You have to know where and how to clear across a property so that
you can defend the areas you have already cleared as you are clearing adjacent
colonies.

d.      Staff has experimented with CO2 and found that it does not work well and is way
more expensive than CO.  In their experiments, it took far more gas volume to kill with
CO2, and it was only 30% effective in killing PD’s.  To be effective, CO2 has to displace
much more air volume in the burrow than does CO.  The tanks of CO2 require special
handling and must stay vertical, making them very difficult to position in the field. 

e.      It takes a surprisingly long time (10 minutes per round of 4-6 holes) for the PERC
machines (CO gas) to effectively kill PD’s. This time pumps up labor costs for lethal
control.

f.        The County’s current moratorium on trapping and lethal control in the 3 months of
spring while PD’s are pupping is a bad idea, counterproductive and causes far more
PD’s to be killed.  It means staff effectively lose 6 months of control every year,
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because December to February are very difficult months for PD control.  Weather,
short days, frozen soil which makes it impossible to back-fill holes for the PERC
machine to work effectively, soil moisture conditions, air temperatures below 32
degrees causing condensation inside gas hoses ruining the machines, all make winter
control very difficult and spotty.  Staff would really like to get rid of the moratorium,
because with it they feel like they are spinning their wheels, and because the
moratorium causes more PD’s to be killed.

g.       It is imperative to have good partnerships to make this all work.  BCPOS works closely
with neighbors to time removals of adjacent private properties with their own
removals.  Tenants, Colorado Dept. of Wildlife, Birds of Prey, Ferret Recovery are all
key partners as well.  Working with neighbors and tenants has been VERY effective. 
Cost sharing with barrier fencing, coordinating removals, making PERC machine
available to tenants to use all work well.  BCPOS does cost sharing of removal teams
with tenants, where the tenant hires labor and BCPOS pays 75%, tenant pays 25% of
the salaries of the removal team.

h.      The literature says that PD’s have 2-4 or 3-5 pups a year, but staff has observed up to
12 pups per nest at times.

13.   In regards to the COB subcontracting some of their PD control to the County, staff does not
want to touch it with a 10 foot pole.  A big reason is politics and the different constituencies in
the City and the County.  But even in regards to sharing holding facilities for PD’s going to
ferret recovery or Birds of Prey, they don’t want to share resources.  The issue there is they
don’t know if COB has dusted burrows correctly before trapping.  And once populations are
intermixed, it is impossible to know where fleas and disease vectors are coming from.  They
can’t separate out different PD groups because their holding facility is only one small room. 
This is especially important for the ferret recovery program, since ferrets are very susceptible
to the plague.

Hope this helps.  It would be really nice if the City could try to learn from the County here, and not
embark on ineffective strategies of PD control.  If the City decides to use policies that have already
been proven not to work in Boulder County, it simply means that MORE prairie dogs will be killed in
the long run, an outcome that no one wants.
Thanks for your consideration, Elizabeth Black
 
Elizabeth Black 

The Citizen Science Soil Health Project
Helping you PROVE you are IMPROVING your soil.

            

To Unsubcribe, click on Elizabeth@ElizabethBlackArt.com and tell me to remove you.
 
 
Please thank our sponsors:
SpnsorsCSSHP
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From: Gary Flauaus
To: OSMP Input
Subject: Prairie Dog Control
Date: Saturday, January 18, 2020 4:34:43 PM

External Sender

Hello all, Gary Flauaus here.  I've lived in Boulder County now for 37 years.  Very fortunate
to call this place home.  I live in the Lake Valley subdivision north of the city of Boulder and
also own a 56+/- acre farm just south of Longmont off of Oxford road.  As with many other
folks who own private agricultural properties adjacent to either Boulder county or Boulder
city Open Space lands my biggest problem these days seems to be the management of
both weeds and prairie dogs.  There just seems to be an ever increasing abundance of
both.
 
As some of you may know the Lake Valley subdivision is surrounded by City Open Space
land in three directions and by the Fentress farm property to the North.  The crew at the
Fentress farm are very good neighbors in that that they constantly, year after year, do their
best to manage the continuous influx of prairie dogs from the City Open Space to the North
of them across Neva road.  Unfortunately due to the ever increasing number of prairie dogs
crossing Neva road onto the Fentress farm property the owners of this farm seem to be
losing the battle.  The time and money it's costing them to keep the prairie dog population in
check continues to increase and they have been unable to receive any help from the City of
Boulder in order to remedy this situation.
 
Of course each year when it comes time for the previous year's generation of roaming
prairie dogs to disperse they do NOT relocate back North to the City owned AG properties. 
Yep, you guessed it, they choose instead to move into the Lake Valley subdivision and use
the golf course fairways located throughout the subdivision as their favored access points
into the backyards of us homeowners here.
 
Regarding my own farm property about a mile south of the Longmont city limit, we also see
our share of dispersing prairie dogs show up each Spring as well although not in the
quantities seen on the Fentress property.  The prairie dogs arriving on my and adjacent
properties appear to be using the irrigation ditches as their access points into this area.
 
So given the background information above I would like to suggest that the recent OSBT
recommendation to the City Council of using the lethal control option as one more tool in
order to help manage the ever expanding size of prairie dog colonies on Boulder City
Ag properties be adopted.  I realize that the pushback for this plan from certain groups
within the Boulder area will be considerable.  However at some point this problem needs to
be addressed and I can only hope that this is an idea whose time has arrived.
 
Thank you all and good luck.
 
regards, Gary Flauaus
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From: Bill Howland
To: OSMP Input; OSBT-Web; Council
Subject: Upcoming Feb 12th Prairie Dog Meeting
Date: Saturday, January 18, 2020 10:17:51 PM

External Sender
As a farmer in the East County in the vicinity of the Tebo Property at Hwy 287 and Arapahoe, one can
see first hand what a lack of control of prairie dogs leads to – a loss of nearly all native ground cover, the
former nearly completely replaced by Russian Olive and Curly Dock, both noxious species; the latter
prodigious producers of seeds which remain viable for over 80 years.
 
Just like noxious weeds, there has to be a point where out of control proliferation of any animal species
should also be managed if possible.  Although we have several Golden Eagles and numerous Rattle
Snakes working the Tebo property, this form of lethal control is insufficient to return balance back to our
neighborhood.  The snakes have killed at least one dog on a nearby property; fortunately, to my
knowledge no children have yet been bitten.
 
Carbon monoxide or Carbon dioxide, when used appropriately, works well, and is humane.
 
I have yet to meet a Prairie Dog fancier who allows these cute little creatures to completely overrun their
own yard; however, we have watched at least one person transport these destructive critters onto
neighboring lands in the hopes of establishing new colonies.
 
 
B>
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From: Dan Yechout
To: OSMP Input; OSBT-Web; Council
Subject: In support of prairie dog control
Date: Monday, January 20, 2020 2:03:56 PM

External Sender

I live   My property is adjacent to 3505 Nebo Rd, which is adjacent to the
city-managed Hester open space.  Prairie dogs live on the city-managed open space and 3505
Nebo Rd.

We currently raise grass-fed beef on our 30 acres and are planning to increase our number of
cattle as regenerative practices will support.  Our goal is to turn our property into a model
regenerative farm which will sequester carbon, improve soil health and provide nutritious food
for local people.  Prairie dogs destroy grasslands that are vital to our farming, which produces
nutritious and environmentally superior grass fed beef to the local people.  We've had to install
prairie dog fences at our own expense to restrain prairie dog infestation of our healthy native
pasture grass.

I strongly support removing the prairie dogs on the Hester open space and 3505 Nebo Rd by
any means.

Thank you,
Dan Yechout
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From: Cari Cook
To: OSMP Input; OSBT-Web; Council
Subject: Prairie dog managment
Date: Thursday, January 23, 2020 12:18:31 PM

External Sender
I live across the street from a piece of property owned by the City of Boulder. The prairie dog
population used to be almost non-existent. I assume they had a plague at one time. Now the
population has grown out of control and migrated to the surrounding farms taking over
peoples hay fields and costing everyone tens of thousands of dollars in lost hay production and
in trying to mitigate the prairie dogs. Instead of the City of Boulder controlling their problem
(according to the open space policies already in the books it should be done. We don't need
new studies or policies.) they are telling the farmers its their job to put up mesh fencing (which
does not work) and take care of the problem themselves.  If the prairie dogs succeed in
migrating across the road there will be even more farms ruined by this problem.
We need City of Boulder to maintain its open spaces now. 
I appreciate your attention to this.
Best
Cari Cook
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From: Paula Shuler
To: OSBT-Web
Cc: Potter, John
Subject: Follow up on neighbor mitigation expenses
Date: Friday, January 24, 2020 4:19:12 PM
Attachments: O"Donnell PD Mitigation Expenses.pdf

External Sender
OSBT,

At last month’s meeting I relayed to you the expense to mitigate unwanted prairie dogs that are migrating
from OSMP irrigated Brewbaker and Stratton to our farm ($33K in last three years).  Trustee Hallstein
inquired if I knew what other neighbors were spending on mitigation.  This email is a summary of what I
was able to quickly gather from some other neighbors.  Many of us have put a lot of time and effort putting
up fences but we still have to mitigate because the migration continues.  Examples that fences and barriers
do not work to solve the prairie dog problem.

MB, East of Brewbaker:  "we spent $10K on the fence along the west side, and it helps keep the
prairie dogs out, but they still come through the culvert under the road.  We have killed over 400 pds
in the last 8 years.  A lot of equipment time was spent collapsing their burrows, as well."

RJ, East of Brewbaker:  ‘Minimal expense, just box of ammo, typically mitigate several prairie dogs
a week.  It’s non-stop.  In the springtime that number increases dramatically.  They even try to take
up residence next to the house in my mowed lawn'.

LHWD:  West of Stratton:  Hires contractor to mitigate prairie dogs at Spurgeon Reservoir &
Spurgeon Plant Site.  $742.50 on 10/4/2019.  They have contractor out 2X per year and it is about
the same each time, =  $1500.00 per year at this site.  LHWD also has to mitigate PDs on their
property on Oxford Road & Ogallala, across from OSMP Dodd parcel.  LHWD indicated
the expenses are about the same on Oxford parcel.  Total LHWD = $3,000 per year total.

RO, North of Brewbaker & Stratton:  See pdf document attached

W/M, South & East of Oasis: $500/month = $6,000/year to mitigate PDs.

SS, Ditzel parcel:  $16,000 PD fence 

BS, Cowles & Johnson/Monarch:  $15,000 PD fence
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January 24, 2020 


Cost associated with the ongoing management of prairie dogs in North Boulder County area irrigated 
grasslands:  Brewbaker-Soreson/Stratton Properties 


Specific Private Property: 7634 North 41st Street Longmont CO 80503 O’Donnell Residence approx. 2.8 
acres. (Surrounded by 106 acres of unmanaged prairie dog habitat owned by City of Boulder and 


Boulder County Open Space) 


History of area: 


Current homeowners at 7634 North 41st Street, Robert and Lynn O’Donnell, have resided in the area 
since late 1980.  Robert has been the grounds caretaker for the Brewbaker property, located just north, 
7688 North 41st Street, since the late 1980 and still assumes that responsibility.   12 years ago we bought 
the lot, 7634 North 41st, set aside when the Brewbakers sold to Open Space.  As stated, 7634 North 41st  
is currently our residence.  


 Until such time the Brewbaker/Soreson sold off their property to the various Open Space entities and 
broke the properties into 3 lots, the largest now owned by City of Boulder/Boulder County Open Space, 
all the land was irrigated and hayed.  Different lessees have managed the Brewbaker/Sorenson property 
with the current lessees Dwayne Cushman.  Before selling to open space, as mentioned, the properties 
were irrigated and hayed. At no time were there any prairie dogs located on any of the properties.  Over 
the course of time, and due to lack of true agricultural management practices and on sight over sight, 
the properties have succumb to the devastation of the prairie dog and the lands are no more than moon 
scape with thistle the predominant plant.  Green grass only exists where water is intermittently run over 
open space over the course of the summer.  


Over the course of years, even with constant communications with the Open Space managers, and 
asking for help to manage the prairie dog, requests have fallen upon deaf ears, especially with City Open 
Space, which owns the majority of the open space to the south and east of my location.  They have had 
so many excuses for reasons why they could not help me and have wasted tax payers money with 
annual management plans that go nowhere. The only intention of these management plans and ongoing 
workshops, is to protect the prairie dog,  not maintain the land to where it should be managed (without 
prairie dogs) and provide no assistance to homeowners like myself, who are experiencing the 
devastation of the collateral damage the prairie dog has brought. 


 


 To their credit, and I am very grateful to Boulder County Open Space for providing some help by 
trapping and fumigating the prairie dog hole,  and also the mid-summer cutting of thistle before their 
flowers bud and go to seed.  They have been visible the last 2 years.   


Unfortunately, too little too late and we are now suffering from the lack of controlling the prairie dog 
and their epidemic populations which surround my house.  (NOTE:  The Brewbakers, north of my 
residence, have 7 acres set aside. Their eastern most property has succumbed to the prairie dog.  I have 







hayed the 2 acre triangle for the last 10 years, the last 2 years I have stopped as the prairie dogs have 
destroyed my hay crop.  I went from 50-70 bales to 0!!!!!) 


------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 


With that said, below is the current state of affairs at my residence, where the prairie dog is managing to 
destroy my property, one hole at a time: 7634 North 41st Street, Longmont CO 80503 approx. 2.8 acres 


1) Currently 48 holes located on the property 
2) Holes located on the south/southeast of my property (back yard, 11,000 sq.ft/ total approx. 


21,000 sqft) and holes located on the north/north east of property (front yard, 17,500 sq.ft/ 
total approx. 39,000 sq.ft) 


3) Holes in back yard and front yard are also my hay fields 
4) Holes located on residential landscape our property (where weekly mowing occurs) 
5) Holes located in septic field (north part of property) Sand from septic field brought to surface 


from prairie dog digging. 
6) 700 feet of four strand barbed wire fencing destroyed from cows pushing fence from open 


space.  This is the fence that runs on the east and south side of my property  
7) 48 holes for my horses to fall into and possibly break a leg 
8) Ongoing and cost associated with the collateral damage brought on to my property by the 


prairie dog 
a)  700 feet of 4 strand barbed wire fence surrounding my property on the east and south 


needing complete replacing: $4000.00 
b) Septic field replacement: $25,000.00 
c) Grass/seed replacement south and north approx. ¾ acre 50 pounds + labor: $300.00 
d) Holes fumigated in 2018: $495.00 Kill 100% only good for two months 
e) Initial chicken wire installed for prairie dog mitigation (700 ft) 50 foot x 4 foot sections + 


labor: $630.00 + $640.00 = $1270.00 destroyed by cows and prairie dogs.  None existent on 
north property, front, some remains on south property, rear 


f) Current bi monthly fumigation/mitigation cost per treatment (doing myself) materials and 
time: $400.00 Kill good for 1-2 weeks and then reinfested by Open Space prairie dog!!!!!!! 


g) Annual cost of loss of hay in front and backyard, 30 bales: $300.00 
h) Annual cost of loss of hay at Brewbaker property: 60 bales: $600.00 
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Specific  Street Longmont CO 80503 O’Donnell Residence approx. 2.8 
acres. (Surrounded by 106 acres of unmanaged prairie dog habitat owned by City of Boulder and 

Boulder County Open Space) 

History of area: 

Current homeowners , Robert and Lynn O’Donnell, have resided in the area 
since late 1980.  Robert has been the grounds caretaker for the Brewbaker property, located just north, 

 since the late 1980 and still assumes that responsibility.   12 years ago we bought 
the lot, 7634 North 41st, set aside when the Brewbakers sold to Open Space.  As stated,   
is currently our residence.  

 Until such time the Brewbaker/Soreson sold off their property to the various Open Space entities and 
broke the properties into 3 lots, the largest now owned by City of Boulder/Boulder County Open Space, 
all the land was irrigated and hayed.  Different lessees have managed the Brewbaker/Sorenson property 
with the current lessees Dwayne Cushman.  Before selling to open space, as mentioned, the properties 
were irrigated and hayed. At no time were there any prairie dogs located on any of the properties.  Over 
the course of time, and due to lack of true agricultural management practices and on sight over sight, 
the properties have succumb to the devastation of the prairie dog and the lands are no more than moon 
scape with thistle the predominant plant.  Green grass only exists where water is intermittently run over 
open space over the course of the summer.  

Over the course of years, even with constant communications with the Open Space managers, and 
asking for help to manage the prairie dog, requests have fallen upon deaf ears, especially with City Open 
Space, which owns the majority of the open space to the south and east of my location.  They have had 
so many excuses for reasons why they could not help me and have wasted tax payers money with 
annual management plans that go nowhere. The only intention of these management plans and ongoing 
workshops, is to protect the prairie dog,  not maintain the land to where it should be managed (without 
prairie dogs) and provide no assistance to homeowners like myself, who are experiencing the 
devastation of the collateral damage the prairie dog has brought. 

 

 To their credit, and I am very grateful to Boulder County Open Space for providing some help by 
trapping and fumigating the prairie dog hole,  and also the mid-summer cutting of thistle before their 
flowers bud and go to seed.  They have been visible the last 2 years.   

Unfortunately, too little too late and we are now suffering from the lack of controlling the prairie dog 
and their epidemic populations which surround my house.  (NOTE:  The Brewbakers, north of my 
residence, have 7 acres set aside. Their eastern most property has succumbed to the prairie dog.  I have 
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hayed the 2 acre triangle for the last 10 years, the last 2 years I have stopped as the prairie dogs have 
destroyed my hay crop.  I went from 50-70 bales to 0!!!!!) 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 

With that said, below is the current state of affairs at my residence, where the prairie dog is managing to 
destroy my property, one hole at a time: , Longmont CO 80503 approx. 2.8 acres 

1) Currently 48 holes located on the property 
2) Holes located on the south/southeast of my property (back yard, 11,000 sq.ft/ total approx. 

21,000 sqft) and holes located on the north/north east of property (front yard, 17,500 sq.ft/ 
total approx. 39,000 sq.ft) 

3) Holes in back yard and front yard are also my hay fields 
4) Holes located on residential landscape our property (where weekly mowing occurs) 
5) Holes located in septic field (north part of property) Sand from septic field brought to surface 

from prairie dog digging. 
6) 700 feet of four strand barbed wire fencing destroyed from cows pushing fence from open 

space.  This is the fence that runs on the east and south side of my property  
7) 48 holes for my horses to fall into and possibly break a leg 
8) Ongoing and cost associated with the collateral damage brought on to my property by the 

prairie dog 
a)  700 feet of 4 strand barbed wire fence surrounding my property on the east and south 

needing complete replacing: $4000.00 
b) Septic field replacement: $25,000.00 
c) Grass/seed replacement south and north approx. ¾ acre 50 pounds + labor: $300.00 
d) Holes fumigated in 2018: $495.00 Kill 100% only good for two months 
e) Initial chicken wire installed for prairie dog mitigation (700 ft) 50 foot x 4 foot sections + 

labor: $630.00 + $640.00 = $1270.00 destroyed by cows and prairie dogs.  None existent on 
north property, front, some remains on south property, rear 

f) Current bi monthly fumigation/mitigation cost per treatment (doing myself) materials and 
time: $400.00 Kill good for 1-2 weeks and then reinfested by Open Space prairie dog!!!!!!! 

g) Annual cost of loss of hay in front and backyard, 30 bales: $300.00 
h) Annual cost of loss of hay at Brewbaker property: 60 bales: $600.00 
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Neighbor of irrigated OSMP, who asked not to be identified and I honor that: $1,890 per year on
supplies and labor and this does not include lost forage income with lowered yield due to PD
occupancy.  They estimate nearly $25,000 for the last 13 years of PD management.

This is just a sampling of expenses but it shows that neighbors of OSMP irrigated ag parcels all through the
county are spending substantial time and money on PD barriers and mitigation.  The Stratton & Brewbaker
parcels, both labeled “removal” properties for many years have never had prairie dogs removed, instead the
neighbors are forced to battle the migration and negative affects of the ever growing populations.  The
OSMP parcels are in such bad shape that PDs migrate constantly throughout the year.  3% growth is not an
accurate number.  The neighbors are taking care of a lot of the growth for OSMP because none of us want
prairie dogs on our private property and we all mitigate OSMP prairie dogs.    I hope this gives you a sense
of what it costs to have the City of Boulder as a neighbor.  Damage to neighboring private property must be
included as part of the big picture.  If you require additional information, please let me know.

Best Regards, 
Paula Shuler
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From: Rissa Cloud
To: OSMP News
Subject: Re: Field Notes: REMINDER: City seeks input on managing prairie dogs in irrigated fields
Date: Friday, January 24, 2020 9:05:44 PM

External Sender

Black Footed Ferrets is the answer to PDogs.
You can set up a colony- tribes have been doing it,
etc.
High Country News in Paonia, Colorada ran stories I
believe.
That's the way.
Best of luck... I haven't followed so who knows
what's been discussed- do it right!
On Friday, January 24, 2020, 05:30:21 PM MST, City of Boulder Open Space & Mountain Parks
<osmpnews@bouldercolorado.gov> wrote:

If you're having trouble viewing this email, you may see it online. Share this:    

City of Boulder Open Space & Mountain Parks

REMINDER: City seeks
input on draft approach
and potential actions to
manage areas with a high
abundance of prairie dogs
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The City of Boulder’s Open Space and

Mountain Parks (OSMP)

Department is seeking

public feedback on a draft approach and an evaluation of potential actions

to manage irrigable agricultural land with large populations of prairie dogs.  A brief

summary of the potential approach and actions is available at the beginning of the

document.

The city welcomes public feedback on the draft approach and the evaluation

of potential actions online until 5 p.m., Sunday, Feb. 16.  Community

members are invited to the OSMP Hub at 2520 55th  St. from 5  to 7  p.m.

on  Monday, Jan. 27, and 2 to 4 p.m., Tuesday, Feb. 4,  if they

need assistance in using the city’s online input tool.   Share your input.

OSMP’s identification of a draft approach and its evaluation of potential actions

is a response to direction from the Boulder City Council, following a

recommendation from the Open Space Board of Trustees (OSBT) last spring,

to undertake an expedited public process to look at agricultural uses on the

city’s northern grasslands. Potential management actions evaluated include ways

to help foster soil health and carbon sequestration and options for both non-lethal

and lethal control measures.

SHARE YOUR INPUT 

2520 55th St., Boulder, CO   •   303-441-3440   •   www.osmp.org

Facebook
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From: Tamara Sneddon
To: OSMP Input; OSBT-Web; Council; OSMP Input
Subject: FW: Major Concerns regarding open space
Date: Friday, January 24, 2020 4:30:30 PM

External Sender
Please forgive my mistake in the first sentence, it should read Boulder City, not Longmont..
I will send a correction below.
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Hello,
 
We currently reside on 10 acres next door to 70 acres of Boulder City open
space. The City acquired this parcel, (Parcel 131702000032), in 2001 and has
done little to nothing since then towards taking care of it. We want to take this
opportunity to share with you how living next door to an uncontrolled
population of prairie dogs has affected us.
When we purchased the property a few years ago, there were around 85 prairie
dog holes on our property, and we estimated approximately 500 holes in the
open space, given it’s size.
We tried several methods of control ourselves at a cost of around $400.00 per
year and the population of them only increased due to the unchecked
population growth in the City open space. After paying an additional $500.00 to
a licensed prairie dog control company to treat the burrows last year, the
number of holes once again increased to 120 on our property.
The areas they have infested are so decimated now that they are devoid of
vegetation, which is what has happened next door on the open space also.
As long as the City open space land allows prairie dog numbers to go
unchecked, we are fighting a losing battle on our property. Our yearly crop has
dwindled to nothing in the infested areas.
We urge you to look at Google maps at the 70 acres of property owned by the

City on 65th Street in Longmont. From the satellite view of the land it is clearly
evident that the prairie dogs have invaded the entire parcel and are spilling
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across into neighboring lots. The bare, arid earth is devoid of vegetation and will
get worse with each passing week, month and year.
Each burrow has up to four females who will give birth to 3 to 8 pups per year
with roughly half surviving for a full year. That takes the population of the
Boulder City open space from somewhere around 2000 animals last year, to up
to 8000 this year and up to 30,000 in subsequent years!  Research has proven
that land that has been colonized and allowed to become overpopulated risks
the chance of NEVER recovering. This is a horrific and  catastrophic situation for
the open space lands and for anyone located near them.
We urge the City to be responsible and take control of this situation. By doing
yearly control of the prairie dog population and leasing this parcel to someone
who will farm it, they will incur very little costs each year and the land will be
saved from complete decimation. It would keep the numbers of prairie dogs to a
more manageable number and keep the noxious weeds down also.
The City of Boulder has a responsibility to maintain it’s public areas. The City
prairie dog management goal should be to protect and control viable prairie
dog populations on suitable grassland habitat, aiming to maintain wildlife
habitat protection goals while also preserving land and agriculture and
maintaining good neighbor relations.
Please take steps toward remediating this unchecked situation before it is truly
too late.
 
Chad & Tamara Sneddon
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From: cara_stiles@comcast.net
To: OSBT-Web
Subject: RE: Public opinion regarding Prairie Dogs
Date: Saturday, January 25, 2020 4:37:10 PM

External Sender
A SYSTEM OF BARRIERS FOR PRAIRIE DOG CONTAINMENT
 
It is with alarm that I have watched prairie dogs infiltrating nearly every piece
of agricultural land and pasture, and just generally, THE PRAIRIE of Boulder
County.  Acres and acres.  But I get it.  This is where they belong.  However,
over the last 5-7 years, nearly every OSMP land that I walk or hike in the
lowlands has become overrun with PD’s.  As a long-ago biologist, I understand
the difficult job of determining how to manage this situation.  On the
cheerleading side for prairie dogs, the holes and burrows house small
mammals and other life, including rattlesnakes.  Burrowing owls hang out with
prairie dogs.  The dogs are a food source for birds of prey and coyotes and
black-footed ferrets (if we ever see them again).  They provide different insect
species that a wide range of bird species feed on.  They are important in
many ways.  This said, we are at a very difficult choice point in terms of
management.  So many arguments and differing points of view.  I don’t envy
you.
 
Boulder County is a unique multi-use area.  Every resident has paid taxes to
help expand and support open space.  We hike, walk, run, take our dogs out,
cycle.  Simultaneously, we espouse support and love of wildlife and are
concerned about the well-being of living creatures.  With prairie dogs
impacting heavily traveled trails, it becomes very difficult to determine land
use.
 
I understand that Boulder County has already mapped areas that should be
protected for prairie dog communities.  This solution is expensive, but my vote
is about permitting prairie dog towns in pre-determined areas.  The
requirement is creating barriers that are impassable for the PD’s.  I’ve seen the
heavy plastic two foot barriers, but I have no idea how deeply buried they
are.  I don’t know about the required depth, but someone does I’m quite
sure.  Concrete is another option, but again, expensive.  I realize that with
these land restrictions for PD’s and thus stress because of over-population,
bubonic plague is destined to wipe out communities, but they will rebound. 
As for the areas not set aside for prairie dogs, I support extermination.
 
Thank you,
Cara Stiles
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From: Ellen Gager
To: OSBT-Web
Subject: Prairie Dogs
Date: Sunday, January 26, 2020 4:10:24 PM

External Sender

To Whom it May Concern,
        As an animal lover, I have taken my dogs to Boulder Valley Ranch for years. While it is still a favorite
destination, I have watched with concern the degradation of  the property by prairie dogs. As part of OSMP, the land
must be managed for the benefit of  multiple stakeholders: plants, people, and animals. But the ecosystem is
unbalanced by the take over of the prairie dogs in not only this area but in many other parts of Boulder’s open space.
It is especially problematic in agricultural areas where soil health is both crucial and fragile. We can not afford to
sacrifice our soil and local food production for the benefit of  a single species like the prairie dog. Uncontrolled
prairie dog colonies have already rendered over 1000 acres of agricultural land unfit for farming. Let’s govern our
Open Space to best protect animals and valuable Ag lands.
        After reading your very thorough 'Expedited Management Review of Irrigated Fields Occupied by Prairie
Dogs,’ the most cost effective solution would seem to be to use lethal removal of  prairie dogs. While none of us
likes to advocate for the deaths of any “wildlife,” the management of open space land is complicated and involves
tough, well thought out decisions within a responsible financial framework. I strongly urge you to increase the use
of lethal removal of prairie dogs from open space agricultural lands.

With Best Regards,

Ellen Gager
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From: Robert O"Donnell
To: Council; Robert O"Donnell
Subject: Prairie Dogs
Date: Monday, January 27, 2020 12:07:30 PM
Attachments: Costs of managing praire dogs on my private property 1.docx

External Sender
To Whom It May Concern,

Can someone please help us?  We have battled and battled for years and are
losing.  We are losing the land we love and our property is starting to look like
the open space which surrounds us.  Barren and void of life with hundreds of
prairie dogs and hole.  They are attacking and overtaking our property!

The City Open Space has rules and regulations and your website states
"violations could result in summons/and or fines".  Rightfully so.  You use words
such as sustainability, stewardship and management in regards to our open space.  Within
the rules and regulations of open space, it states prairie dogs will be managed and not
allowed on irrigated open space land.   But they are allowed, and you continue to support
studies which take time and  waste taxpayers money, and unfortunately time has allowed an
epidemic explosion of prairie surrounding my house, and as stated, they are now attacking
and now destroying my property.  Why is it you can not be held accountable for this?  Why
can't my wife and I fine you or send you our bills or summons you? For years I have asked
for help, now we are pushing into another decade.

Your double standards are killing my property and the land that surrounds it which I dearly
love and have managed for years with my  horses and haying the beautiful natural grass.   I
have lived here and raised my children here.  It's sad you don't live up to the standards and
values you state you do.  

For years we have asked for help, now those years have reached into another decade.  Why
will no one help or listen to us?

Rob and Lynn O'Donnell
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January 24, 2020

Cost associated with the ongoing management of prairie dogs in North Boulder County area irrigated grasslands:  Brewbaker-Soreson/Stratton Properties

Specific Private Property: 7634 North 41st Street Longmont CO 80503 O’Donnell Residence approx. 2.8 acres. (Surrounded by 106 acres of unmanaged prairie dog habitat owned by City of Boulder and Boulder County Open Space)

History of area:

Current homeowners at 7634 North 41st Street, Robert and Lynn O’Donnell, have resided in the area since late 1980.  Robert has been the grounds caretaker for the Brewbaker property, located just north, 7688 North 41st Street, since the late 1980 and still assumes that responsibility.   12 years ago we bought the lot, 7634 North 41st, set aside when the Brewbakers sold to Open Space.  As stated, 7634 North 41st  is currently our residence. 

 Until such time the Brewbaker/Soreson sold off their property to the various Open Space entities and broke the properties into 3 lots, the largest now owned by City of Boulder/Boulder County Open Space, all the land was irrigated and hayed.  Different lessees have managed the Brewbaker/Sorenson property with the current lessees Dwain Cushman.  Before selling to open space, as mentioned, the properties were irrigated and hayed. At no time were there any prairie dogs located on any of the properties.  Over the course of time, and due to lack of true agricultural management practices and on sight over sight, the properties have succumb to the devastation of the prairie dog and the lands are no more than moon scape with thistle the predominant plant.  Green grass only exists where water is intermittently run over open space over the course of the summer. 

Over the course of years, even with constant communications with the Open Space managers, and asking for help to manage the prairie dog, requests have fallen upon deaf ears, especially with City Open Space, which owns the majority of the open space to the south and east of my location.  They have had so many excuses for reasons why they could not help me and have wasted tax payers money with annual management plans that go nowhere. The only intention of these management plans and ongoing workshops, is to protect the prairie dog,  not maintain the land to where it should be managed (without prairie dogs) and provide no assistance to homeowners like myself, who are experiencing the devastation of the collateral damage the prairie dog has brought.



 To their credit, and I am very grateful to Boulder County Open Space for providing some help by trapping and fumigating the prairie dog hole,  and also the mid-summer cutting of thistle before their flowers bud and go to seed.  They have been visible the last 2 years.  

Unfortunately, too little too late and we are now suffering from the lack of controlling the prairie dog and their epidemic populations which surround my house.  (NOTE:  The Brewbakers, north of my residence, have 7 acres set aside. Their eastern most property has succumbed to the prairie dog.  I have hayed the 2 acre triangle for the last 10 years, the last 2 years I have stopped as the prairie dogs have destroyed my hay crop.  I went from 50-70 bales to 0!!!!!)

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

With that said, below is the current state of affairs at my residence, where the prairie dog is managing to destroy my property, one hole at a time: 7634 North 41st Street, Longmont CO 80503 approx. 2.8 acres

1) Currently 48 holes located on the property

2) Holes located on the south/southeast of my property (back yard, 11,000 sq.ft/ total approx. 21,000 sqft) and holes located on the north/north east of property (front yard, 17,500 sq.ft/ total approx. 39,000 sq.ft)

3) Holes in back yard and front yard are also my hay fields

4) Holes located on residential landscape our proper (where weekly mowing occurs)

5) Holes located in septic field (north part of property) Sand from septic field brought to surface from prairie dog digging.

6) 700 feet of four strand barbed wire fencing destroyed from cows pushing fence from open space.  This is the fence that runs on the east and south side of my property 

7) 48 holes for my horses to fall into and possibly break a leg

8) Ongoing and cost associated with the collateral damage brought on to my property by the prairie dog

a)  700 feet of 4 strand barbed wire fence surrounding my property on the east and south needing complete replacing: $4000.00

b) Septic field replacement: $25,000.00

c) Grass/seed replacement south and north approx. ¾ acre 50 pounds + labor: $300.00

d) Holes fumigated in 2018: $495.00 Kill 100% only good for two months

e) Initial chicken wire installed for prairie dog mitigation (700 ft) 50 foot x 4 foot sections + labor: $630.00 + $640.00 = $1270.00 destroyed by cows and prairie dogs.  None existent on north property, front, some remains on south property, rear

f) Current bi monthly fumigation/mitigation cost per treatment (doing myself) materials and time: $400.00 Kill good for 1-2 weeks and then reinfested by Open Space prairie dog!!!!!!!

g) Annual cost of loss of hay in front and backyard, 30 bales: $300.00

h) Annual cost of loss of hay at Brewbaker property: 60 bales: $600.00
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January 24, 2020 

Cost associated with the ongoing management of prairie dogs in North Boulder County area irrigated 
grasslands:  Brewbaker-Soreson/Stratton Properties 

Specific Private Property:   O’Donnell Residence approx. 2.8 
acres. (Surrounded by 106 acres of unmanaged prairie dog habitat owned by City of Boulder and 

Boulder County Open Space) 

History of area: 

Current homeowners at  Robert and Lynn O’Donnell, have resided in the area 
since late 1980.  Robert has been the grounds caretaker for the Brewbaker property, located just north, 

 since the late 1980 and still assumes that responsibility.   12 years ago we bought 
the lot,  set aside when the Brewbakers sold to Open Space.  As stated,   
is currently our residence.  

 Until such time the Brewbaker/Soreson sold off their property to the various Open Space entities and 
broke the properties into 3 lots, the largest now owned by City of Boulder/Boulder County Open Space, 
all the land was irrigated and hayed.  Different lessees have managed the Brewbaker/Sorenson property 
with the current lessees Dwain Cushman.  Before selling to open space, as mentioned, the properties 
were irrigated and hayed. At no time were there any prairie dogs located on any of the properties.  Over 
the course of time, and due to lack of true agricultural management practices and on sight over sight, 
the properties have succumb to the devastation of the prairie dog and the lands are no more than moon 
scape with thistle the predominant plant.  Green grass only exists where water is intermittently run over 
open space over the course of the summer.  

Over the course of years, even with constant communications with the Open Space managers, and 
asking for help to manage the prairie dog, requests have fallen upon deaf ears, especially with City Open 
Space, which owns the majority of the open space to the south and east of my location.  They have had 
so many excuses for reasons why they could not help me and have wasted tax payers money with 
annual management plans that go nowhere. The only intention of these management plans and ongoing 
workshops, is to protect the prairie dog,  not maintain the land to where it should be managed (without 
prairie dogs) and provide no assistance to homeowners like myself, who are experiencing the 
devastation of the collateral damage the prairie dog has brought. 

 

 To their credit, and I am very grateful to Boulder County Open Space for providing some help by 
trapping and fumigating the prairie dog hole,  and also the mid-summer cutting of thistle before their 
flowers bud and go to seed.  They have been visible the last 2 years.   

Unfortunately, too little too late and we are now suffering from the lack of controlling the prairie dog 
and their epidemic populations which surround my house.  (NOTE:  The Brewbakers, north of my 
residence, have 7 acres set aside. Their eastern most property has succumbed to the prairie dog.  I have 
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hayed the 2 acre triangle for the last 10 years, the last 2 years I have stopped as the prairie dogs have 
destroyed my hay crop.  I went from 50-70 bales to 0!!!!!) 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 

With that said, below is the current state of affairs at my residence, where the prairie dog is managing to 
destroy my property, one hole at a time: , Longmont CO 80503 approx. 2.8 acres 

1) Currently 48 holes located on the property 
2) Holes located on the south/southeast of my property (back yard, 11,000 sq.ft/ total approx. 

21,000 sqft) and holes located on the north/north east of property (front yard, 17,500 sq.ft/ 
total approx. 39,000 sq.ft) 

3) Holes in back yard and front yard are also my hay fields 
4) Holes located on residential landscape our proper (where weekly mowing occurs) 
5) Holes located in septic field (north part of property) Sand from septic field brought to surface 

from prairie dog digging. 
6) 700 feet of four strand barbed wire fencing destroyed from cows pushing fence from open 

space.  This is the fence that runs on the east and south side of my property  
7) 48 holes for my horses to fall into and possibly break a leg 
8) Ongoing and cost associated with the collateral damage brought on to my property by the 

prairie dog 
a)  700 feet of 4 strand barbed wire fence surrounding my property on the east and south 

needing complete replacing: $4000.00 
b) Septic field replacement: $25,000.00 
c) Grass/seed replacement south and north approx. ¾ acre 50 pounds + labor: $300.00 
d) Holes fumigated in 2018: $495.00 Kill 100% only good for two months 
e) Initial chicken wire installed for prairie dog mitigation (700 ft) 50 foot x 4 foot sections + 

labor: $630.00 + $640.00 = $1270.00 destroyed by cows and prairie dogs.  None existent on 
north property, front, some remains on south property, rear 

f) Current bi monthly fumigation/mitigation cost per treatment (doing myself) materials and 
time: $400.00 Kill good for 1-2 weeks and then reinfested by Open Space prairie dog!!!!!!! 

g) Annual cost of loss of hay in front and backyard, 30 bales: $300.00 
h) Annual cost of loss of hay at Brewbaker property: 60 bales: $600.00 
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From: April Story
To: OSMP Input
Cc: Council
Subject: Lethal control of prairie dogs on OSMP
Date: Wednesday, January 29, 2020 4:59:41 PM

External Sender

To Open Space Board of Trustees,

I am writing today to voice my opinion about the overwhelming population of prairie dogs on  Boulder Valley
Ranch (BVR) open space land and the call for immediate action.  Due to lack of land management, this once lush
grassland with all it's native species of birds and animals that relied upon it, has become a lifeless desert of inert clay
and noxious  weeds.

I am a Boulder resident of 50 years who recently moved my two horses to BVR and was utterly astounded at the
degradation of the land over these past years. My horses boarded for 20 years nearby on a 160 acre ranch that also
had the beginning of a prairie dog invasion and successfully dealt with it before it did significant land damage. In
those years  I used to hike the perimeter trails at BVR dozens of times a year appreciating the opportunity to be on
such a wonderful piece of land. I made the assumption then when the prairie dogs were primarily on the perimeter of
the ranch that they were being managed by Open Space. When I moved my horses there recently, I almost wept
when I saw the neglect of oversight and management.

I am intimately familiar with land degradation. My land in Sunshine Canyon went through the incinerating Fourmile
Fire in September of 2010. The soil was literally vaporized in the extreme  heat, leaving only a charcoaled granite
surface. Because I am a gardener and a permaculture practitioner, I took action as quickly as possible to prevent
further erosion & save my remaining traumatized trees. Those days I walked everywhere in a cloud of ash as I
worked cutting and positioning dead trees on slopes, practicing theories that I prayed would work in these extreme
conditions. I purchased many, many tons of compost, seeds, straw cloth. I applied all I knew from permaculture, and
it worked ---because Permaculture acknowledges that if we are going to own land, we have to manage it. That
requires understanding of how all the elements work together so that all thrive and no waste is created.

I support the Open Space Program and believe it could be a model of good land management and sustainability. We
need to act swiftly as climate scientists project Colorado will be more affected with extreme heat than other areas of
the country. Being high desert, we already lose most of our sparse precipitation to evaporation. Healthy soils hold
water and sequester carbon. Dead soil releases carbon into the air and wash away. There is no better place to store
water here than in the soil itself.

Not taking action to manage and remove the prairie dog colonies from BVR these past years has resulted in the
devastation of a once healthy ecosystem that supported a variety of species, held carbon and water in the soil which,
among other benefits, made it more fire resistant.

Boulder's "Greenbelt" used to be something other cities wanted to model. But, our lack of holistically managing
these precious resources has now contributed to the climate crisis and diminished this  valued resource for not just
Boulder residents, but all the species that once thrived here.

Let us be the vanguards of sustainability practices and land stewardship that we are poised to be and our residents
support through our tax dollars and our votes.  I urge you to consult with Permaculture & soil specialists and remedy
this situation as soon as possible. I will happily volunteer in any capacity to help accomplish this.

Thank you for this opportunity to share my views,

April Story
Boulder resident since 1973
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From: Steven Meyrich
To: OSMP Input
Subject: prairie dog management
Date: Wednesday, January 29, 2020 5:00:37 PM

External Sender

I want to urge you  to consider the terrible implications of your policies on neighboring landowners. I understand the
role that prairie dogs play in an ecosystem but we are dealing with unusual conditions that are not natural.
Therefore, a management plan must include lethal methods to control and redirect prairie dog populations. I know
this from having been drastically impacted by unmanaged prairie dogs and the damage that they do to all the lands
around us and and we can find the proper balance if lethal control is used tactically.

Steven Meyrich
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From: Shirley Schaller
To: OSMP Input
Subject: Prairie Dog Disaster area
Date: Thursday, January 30, 2020 5:04:42 PM

External Sender

My family have been landowners Boulder, Co since 1872.  We have been able to control the
Prairie Dog population quite well, until my Father sold land to the City of Boulder Opens Space.  The acreage,
which the City of Boulder promised to maintain is an absolute disgrace, and had we known that it would be handed
over to Prairie (RATS) Dogs, we never would have made that deal.  To see so many acres turned into ugly wasted
land, which actually brings tears to my eyes when looking out the windows of my home.  So much love for four
generations has been given to this piece of property, and to see it in such HORRIBLE CONDITION is a
NIGHTMARE…caused by The Cityof Boulders Negligence!  The RODENTS, which carry the Plague, and
devastate every blade of grass, need to be euthanized.  I’m sure they are a major cost factor to the City of Boulder’s
revenue, due to land that can no longer be used for irragated hay fields and grazing of animals due to the hazard of
livestock breaking legs.  I have seen with my own eyes animals limp for a few steps then falling to the ground
because they cannot walk any further because of PAIN!!!  This land can be saved, by taking care of the Prairie
Population, Then doing a major Harrowing of the fields.  They have come so close to our remaining Five acres, that
we had to have a Prairie Dog barrier fence built at a cost to my Husband and myself  exceeding $13,00.00 dollars. 
All because of the City of Boulders NEGLIGENCE!!  Pease take RESPONSIBILITY OF THIS PROBLEM!! 
Especially before we have to deal with the nightmare of Bubonic Plague!!

Thank you for taking the time to read this email

Earl and Shirley Schaller
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From: Elizabeth Black
To: khollweg@stanfordalumni.org; Brown, Curt; Isaacson, Tom; Dave Kuntz; Hallstein, Hal; Potter, John; Burke,

Dan; OSBT-Web; tglowacki@bouldercounty.org; ralexander@bouldercounty.org; Kolb, Lauren; Pelster, Andy
Cc: pshuler  Molly Davis; Pomerance, Stephen; Council
Subject: FW: BCPOS: Prairie Dog Control Lessons Learned
Date: Friday, January 31, 2020 6:25:57 PM
Attachments: image002.jpg

image003.jpg

External Sender
Hi Curt, Karen, Tom, Dave, Hal, John, Dan, Therese, Rob, Lauren, Andy, Council and all,
Below please find the corrections which Rob Alexander made to the notes I took at the meeting I
had with him and Therese Glowacki at Boulder County Parks and Open Space a couple weeks ago,
about the County’s prairie dog policies and lessons learned.  My original text (in black, which I sent
you previously) and his corrections (in red) are a couple emails down this thread.  Hope this helps
clarify things for everyone.  Thanks very much, Elizabeth Black
 

             
Elizabeth@ElizabethBlackArt.com
To Unsubcribe, click on Elizabeth@ElizabethBlackArt.com
and tell me to remove you.
HEAL_Logosmalljpg

 

From: Alexander, Robert [mailto:ralexander@bouldercounty.org] 
Sent: Friday, January 31, 2020 5:39 PM
To: Elizabeth Black
Cc: Schwartz, Amy; Cooper, Blake; Glowacki, Therese
Subject: RE: BCPOS: Prairie Dog Control Lessons Learned
 
Elizabeth,
 
I have not forgotten about you. Just very busy. Therese has been away on vacation. I have inserted
some corrections/comments in the body of your email below. Please let me now if you have any
additional questions. Thanks very much for your interest and your time.
 
Rob
 

Rob Alexander
 
Boulder County Parks & Open Space
Agricultural Resources Division
5201 St. Vrain Road
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Longmont, Colorado 80503
303-818-6398 cell
303-678-6239 off
Ralexander@bouldercounty.org
 
 
 

From: Elizabeth Black > 
Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2020 8:28 AM
To: OSBT-Web@bouldercolorado.gov; Glowacki, Therese <tglowacki@bouldercounty.org>;
Alexander, Robert <ralexander@bouldercounty.org>; PotterJ@bouldercolorado.gov;
BurkeD@bouldercolorado.gov; GershmanM@bouldercolorado.gov; 'Lauren Kolb - Boulder OSMP ()'
<kolbl@bouldercolorado.gov>; pelstera@bouldercolorado.gov
Cc:  

 council@bouldercolorado.gov
Subject: BCPOS: Prairie Dog Control Lessons Learned
 
Hello OSBT and all,
Just wanted to report on the things I learned from my meeting with County staff Rob Alexander,
Amy Schwartz and Therese Glowacki about Boulder County’s PD control program.  It was just me
with them at the meeting, no one else from COB.  I’m cc’ing this to Rob and Therese as well so that if
I have mischaracterized anything they can correct it for you.

1. The entire BCPOS PD policy is all on line at this link: https://assets.bouldercounty.org/wp-
content/uploads/2017/04/prairie-dog-habitat-element-grassland-policy.pdf

2. BCPOS started PD removals slowly 20 years ago.  There have been 5 updates to the policy and
it has changed significantly over the years.  20 years ago they started out by stopping the use
of fumitoxin. When we updated our PD policy, we did have the use of fumitoxin. It was
always a last resort option and was only used after we reached a certain threshold or
where not enough burrows/pds for trapping to make sense. We actually had the use of
fumitoxin up until we removed it fromour options of our own accord….I’m going to say 5
or 6 years ago, as part of one of our updates. Staff thinks this was very good, since fumitoxin
was not good for people or the environment.  Originally, the public thought trapping was
more humane, so to keep the confidence of the public, for the first 6-8 years, ( more like 18
years)  BCPOS only used trapping, ( with fumitoxin as a last resort and CO cartridges) and sent
PD’s to Birds of Prey and Ferret Recovery, where the PD’s were killed.  (Most pds were
euthanized. A few were transported live….. but very few) But that didn’t work.  Over the
years, BCPOS found that they were trapping the same properties year after year and not
getting them clear.  (Please note that almost all BCPOS trapped PD’s end up killed sooner or
later.  Most are killed fairly soon after they are trapped.  A few are kept alive and fed live to
young ferrets so ferrets can learn how to hunt.)

3. Next BCPOS switched to using trapping to get numbers down to around 50 PD’s per property,
and then using lethal control.  That didn’t work well either.  They were still not getting
properties clear, and had to go back to the same properties year after year. There was really
no switch. The preceding statement is what we were doing from the beginning

4. Now they have removed the 50 PD threshold from lethal control.  They still trap first: 2157
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PD’s trapped in 2019 with 1400 coming from one property.  But now they switch sooner to
using lethal control for remaining PD’s.  Trapping is still a productive/effective method in
some situations. Once we see that trapping efforts are not yielding adequate results we will
initiate the compressed CO. They feel that their current strategy of totally clearing a sector of
adjoining properties before moving on is going to work…… exposing many, many fewer pds to
lethal control ( much more humane), clearing properties sooner and being less costly

5. BCPOS originally began their Open Space program with 13 properties They now have 147
properties. I’m not sure these numbers are accurate. The point is that years ago we had
significantly fewer properties. As our aquisitions have grown, so too has the properties
designated s NPD but came with pds on them. So the scope and scale of their PD problem and
control efforts has changed a lot over the years as their number of properties has changed.
  In 2019, PD’s have been completely removed from 24 properties.  Another 24 properties had
PD’s completely removed but PD’s came back in very small numbers.  BCPOS says their No PD
Zones (NPD’s) are 3-5% occupied and they are very pleased with their progress in 2019. 

6. BCPOS has 13-14 properties that border COB OSMP properties with PD’s, including Brubaker

Sorensen, Alexander Dawson, Autry, 95th and Lookout, Imil, Loukonen, IBM, Twin corners and
Canino.  Those 13-14 properties have been cleared multiple times to no avail, since PD’s
constantly recolonize the BCPOS properties from uncontrolled PD’s on OSMP properties.

7. BCPOS sends trapped PD’s to both Birds of Prey (BOP) and Ferret Recovery.  They make one
delivery a week to each program during the summer, about a 1 hour long drive each way to
each program.

8. BCPOS owns 400 traps total.  At the height of the trapping season they might have 370 traps
deployed every day.  First traps are put out baited but permanently left open, to get the PD’s
used to going inside and having access to the bait.  Then traps are set to catch PD’s.  Trapping
is labor intensive, because every trap has to be opened in the AM and closed usually by noon
or 3PM.  That is so nocturnal animals such as skunks are not caught in the traps, and so that
trapped PD’s do not bake in the sun for too long mid-day.  There is lots of paperwork with PD
trapping and removals: delivery memo’s, permits, etc.

9. BCPOS PD removal team is 4 seasonals plus Amy- a ¾ time seasonal permanent employeewho
is the crew leader. supervisor.  Many One of our seasonals has returned for 8 years. Another
has returned for several years.seasonals have been back year after year.  They can only work
9 months due to current County regulations based on now defunct federal regulations.  The
moratorium (no removals during pupping season) also limits staff to 9 months of work.
  Removal efforts are limited by a county regulation that caps annual hours a seasonal can
work, budget and moratorium. The seasonal crew works about 9 months of the year.

10. Costs for BCPOS PD control include Labor, 5 PERC machines (CO - carbon monoxide) each with
their own ATV @$16K, 2 trucks, maintenance of $1K/PERC machine/year, and CO cartridges. 
Last year the County spent $40K on CO cartridges, with many going for tenants’ use.  That
number includes cartridges used by tenants.

11. BCPOS implements a permitting system for tenants to control pds on their leased land. The
system provides for a requirement that tenants attend training classes for their ag tenants
who want to control PD’s on leased land.  First BCPOS does initial  removal and gets numbers
of PD’s down or gone.  Then tenants can do mopping up or take care of new arrivals.  Tenants
can use CO cartridges or borrow the PERC machines. In the last year, in a few instances we
have reimbursed tenants for labor where the work is more than a maintenance activiy.
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Tenants have to go through a training at BCPOS.  They receive a 9 month permit to control in
a specific area with a set bunch of rules.  At first BCPOS required that tenants take the class
every year, but after a few years it was the same old guys over and over so they haven’t
required the class for them recently.  4-7 tenants are currently getting permits and
controlling.

12. Staff says that their lessons learned over the last 20 years include:
a. Carbon Monoxide (CO) and Carbon Dioxide (CO2) are acceptable to the public. 

Relocation is not acceptable to much of the public, and relocation is not a good tool for
PD control.  Trapping alone without lethal control is not a good tool for PD control. 
Lethal control, when done right, is more humane than trapping.  The animals are way
more stressed for a longer time with trapping than with lethal control.  All trapped PD’s
(except those being relocated) end up killed in the end. We have rarely been able to
achieve anywhere near complete removal with trapping alone. By discontinuing
trapping as soon as it is no longer productive/effective/efficient, and using lethal
control, we expose many, many fewer animals to lethal control.

b. It’s better to throw all your resources at the PD problem early on so you don’t have a
growing problem.  Half-measures don’t work.

c. Skilled staff are important, because you have to have an effective strategy when you
clear a property.  You have to know where and how to clear across a property so that
you can defend the areas you have already cleared as you are clearing adjacent
colonies.

d. Staff has experimented with CO2 and found that it does not work well and is way more
expensive than CO.  In their experiments, it took far more gas volume to kill with CO2,
and it was only 30% effective in killing PD’s.  To be effective, CO2 has to displace much
more air volume in the burrow than does CO.  The tanks of CO2 require special
handling and must stay vertical, making them very difficult to position in the field. 

e. It takes a surprisingly long time (10 minutes per round of 4-6 holes) for the PERC
machines (CO gas) to effectively kill PD’s. This time pumps up labor costs for lethal
control.

f. The County’s current moratorium on trapping and lethal control in the 3 months of
spring while PD’s are pupping is limiting, a bad idea, counterproductive and causes far
more PD’s to be killed.  It means staff effectively lose 6 months of control every year,
because Removal from March through May is an ideal time for effective control. The
moratorium forces lethal control activities in December to February. These are very
difficult months for PD control.  Weather, short days, frozen soil which makes it
impossible to back-fill holes for the PERC machine to work effectively, soil moisture
conditions, air temperatures below 32 degrees causing condensation inside gas hoses
ruining the machines, all make winter control very difficult and spotty.  Staff would
really like to eliminate the  get rid of the moratorium, because with it they feel like they
are spinning their wheels, and because it is such an effective time to perform control
and they do not lose ground to migrating, expanding populations during the
moratorium. The moratorium results in more PD’s to being killed.

g. It is imperative to have good partnerships to make this all work.  BCPOS works closely
with neighbors to time removals of adjacent private properties with their own
removals.  Tenants, Colorado Dept. of Wildlife, Birds of Prey, Ferret Recovery are all key
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partners as well.  Working with neighbors and tenants has been VERY effective.  Cost
sharing with barrier fencing, coordinating removals, making PERC machine available to
tenants to use all work well.  BCPOS does cost sharing of removal teams with tenants,
where the tenant hires labor and BCPOS pays 75%, tenant pays 25% of the salaries
labor costs for the removal.

h. The literature says that PD’s have 2-4 or 3-5 pups a year, but staff has observed up to
12 pups per nest at times.

13. In regards to the COB subcontracting some of their PD control to the County, staff does not
want to touch it with a 10 foot pole.  A big reason is politics and the different constituencies in
the City and the County.  But even in regards to sharing holding facilities for PD’s going to
ferret recovery or Birds of Prey, they don’t want to share resources.  The issue there is they
don’t know if COB has dusted burrows correctly before trapping.  And once populations are
intermixed, it is impossible to know where fleas and disease vectors are coming from.  They
can’t separate out different PD groups because their holding facility is only one small room. 
This is especially important for the ferret recovery program, since ferrets are very susceptible
to the plague.

Hope this helps.  It would be really nice if the City could try to learn from the County here, and not
embark on ineffective strategies of PD control.  If the City decides to use policies that have already
been proven not to work in Boulder County, it simply means that MORE prairie dogs will be killed in
the long run, an outcome that no one wants.
Thanks for your consideration, Elizabeth Black
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From: Paula Shuler
To: OSBT-Web
Cc: Potter, John
Subject: One more - follow up on neighbor mitigation expenses
Date: Friday, January 31, 2020 10:41:27 AM
Attachments: Hester_North_Overflow.jpeg

OSMP Hester PD Occupation.pdf

External Sender
OSBT,

Last bit of neighbor expense input for now, it was just sent to me so I feel an obligation to forward the info.
 I can certainly ask more neighbors for their expenses but to me it is clear that neighbors of OSMP irrigated
ag parcels with prairie dog occupation throughout Boulder County are spending time and money to keep
PDs off their private property…prairie dogs that should not even be on irrigated agricultural parcels per
OSMP's own management objectives.  As I have said many times, prairie dogs migrating from OSMP
parcels are negatively affecting neighbors and that must be part of the conversation/information to the
public.  Attached picture is of Hester property prior to OSMP purchase, it is a lush hay pasture.
 Pasture beyond the fence is the OSMP Hester portion, which I believe looks very different today due to PD
occupancy.  Map of PD occupancy from 2019 OSMP website is also attached. 

Regards, Paula Shuler

From DH-
My Mother; Adrienne Hester who is 85, does not recall how long the Hester's have been using Rocky
Mountain Wildlife Services for prairie dog mitigation on our 

What she does know is that my Father; James Hester (deceased), sold our 40-acre hay meadow and the
adjacent northern parcel to the City of Boulder OSMP in 2002. Ever since 2002 we have had problems with
the invasion and expansion of prairie dogs from OSMP lands once they became adjacent property owners.

Due to the catastrophic 2013 Front Range flooding, a significant portion of my Father's files/records in his
basement Office were destroyed in the floodwaters.

As the Financial POA for Adrienne Hester, I have RM Wildlife Services' prairie dog mitigation Invoices
from 2015 through 2019.  During that timeframe, the Hester's have spent $5467 with RM Wildlife on prairie
dog mitigation in our western, southern, and eastern pastures which share a property line/fence line with
City of Boulder OSMP lands leased by Nebo Angus Ranch (Fred & Jan Stengel).

The Hester's also have an annual Grazing Lease Agreement with the Stengel's for our 
property; that is approximately 12-acres.

Documented below are the number of prairie dog burrows that Rocky Mountain Wildlife Services has
treated since 2015. 

August 2015 = 447
July 2016 = 251
March 2017 = 235
July 2017 = 227
March 2018 = 290
July 2018 = 260
January 2019 = 255
(Note:  the parcel they are treating is 12 acres and last year they treated over 250 burrows! PS)
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The greatest reduction; that is 196 burrows or 44-percent, occurred between August 2015 and July 2016.
 However, since July 2016 the prairie dog population/number of burrows has remained about the same.

As I previously mentioned, we are fighting a losing financial battle to keep the existing prairie dog
population in check that consistently migrates into our treated property from the adjacent City of Boulder
OSMP lands.

Subsequently, since 2015 we have been consistently losing money overall in order to keep the 
 property in agricultural operations.

Dave
Financial POA for Adrienne Hester
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From: Maria Wasson
To: Council
Subject: prairie dog mitigation on city open space land
Date: Saturday, February 1, 2020 10:06:58 AM

External Sender

January 30, 2020
To the readers of this letter,

My husband and I have lived and farmed in Boulder County since 1993.
We have an equestrian facility and grow and sell grass hay on our farm.

In 2001 (or 2002), the adjacent property to our north was purchased by the city of Boulder open space.
The property was a beautiful and bountiful grassland.

When the city purchased the property, they foolishly tilled up the grasslands and massive weeds grew heartily. 
Also, the prairie dog population skyrocketed.

The property is now a wasteland full of weeds and prairie dogs that migrate into our beautiful pastures destroying
them.

We spend countless hours and many thousands of dollars yearly mitigating the weeds and prairie dogs that come on
to our farmland from the unkept open space property.

We have lost livestock to broken legs from accidents because of the prairie dog holes.

We used to be big proponents of purchasing open space properties. Now we do not support the purchase of open
space because we feel that it is important to be good neighbors and to be good stewards of the land.

It is clear the city of Boulder does not care about neighbors or the land they purchase by reviewing their actions over
the last 17 years.

It seems the prairie dog lovers win out on policy instead of the farmers who live and improve their properties in the
county.

We believe you need to listen to the farmers regarding the prairie dog policies. You seem to listen more to the
activists who do not even live on the land or frequently not in the county and yet direct your policy.

We do not advocate the of killing anything yet, there must come a time when culling the herd is actually better for
the land and the surrounding wildlife.

We urge you to become responsible neighbors and land owners by mitigating the prairie dogs and weeds as soon as
possible on all of your properties.
If you do not have the knowledge or resources to manage the land in a healthy fashion, do not purchase it.

Thank you for your consideration,
Maria Wasson
Stephen Miller M.D.
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From: ffisher@
To: OSBT-Web; OSMP Input
Subject: Fwd: Prairie dog control
Date: Sunday, February 2, 2020 12:59:33 PM

External Sender

From: Barb <
Date: February 2, 2020 at 8:49:43 AM MST
To: "OSBTWeb@bouldercolirado.gov"
<OSBTWeb@bouldercolirado.gov>
Subject: Prairie dog control

It has been my good fortune to have  lived for twenty
years key-holed into open space, an ideal spot for
equestrian activities were it not for the proliferation of
prairie dogs. The active enjoyment of the open space is
now limited to a view of denuded, moonscaped acreage
once designated as protected ag land. Our efforts of
keeping the prairie dogs out of our land is a necessary
daily event as the pressure is relentless. It is a horrid start
to the day to have to keep the rodents out of our acreage
but holes in our pastures are not an option. 
As we drive to and from our home the evidence of
destroyed land due to unchecked prairie dog populations
is a sad testament to the ongoing problem.
Without a vigorous effort to eradicate the cause of
vegetation loss we can look forward to airborne dirt
whenever it is windy, another constant reminder of poor
wildlife management. 
We join other land owners whose acreage borders open
space in hoping for relief other than plague as a control. 

Barb Fisher

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Cody Oreck
To: OSMP Input; OSBT-Web; Council
Subject: For your deliberation over the Prairie Dog issue
Date: Sunday, February 2, 2020 1:34:25 PM

External Sender
Dear Open Space Board of Trustees and City Council,
 
Thank you for your thoughtful service and leadership. I want to support you in
making some very tough decisions about the management of our public lands that
are zoned agricultural. Please consider the following:
 
1.       The foundation of all ecological health is SOIL HEALTH. This is not only
true for our own community but the IPCC (International Panel on Climate
Change) has stated that we cannot stabilize climate without restoring healthy soil
communities, involving a diverse ecology of millions of microorganisms, as well as
multicellular life forms. Soil health has now been linked to human health as well.

2.       As a community, we need to recognize that taxing ourselves to own
thousands of acres of Open Space, both 45,000 acres (17,000 zoned
agricultural) in the City of Boulder and 65,767 acres (19,828 zoned
agricultural) in Boulder County, created a unique public responsibility and
requires careful and holistically informed MANAGEMENT which is
broader than CONSERVATION. Key definitions:
A.      Simply conserving land in the arid West and in a changing climate
post buffalo extinction is quite distinct from managing our grasslands to
restore and maintain soil health. The future is not going to be like the past.
We cannot assume that landscapes will recover (or not recover) in the way
that they have. We are seeing soil degradation and soil desertification at a
scale previously unimaginable.
B.      Holistic management is a value-based decision-making framework
that integrates all aspects of planning for social, economic, and
environmental considerations. We can no longer afford to allow thousands
of acres of publicly owned land to become desertified due to our inability to
act as a responsible community willing to make tough decisions.
C.      Desertification is the process by which fertile land becomes desert,

typically as a result of drought, deforestation, or inappropriate agriculture. Human
mismanagement can also be a factor.
3.       We hope to unite in the concept of holistic management of our public
lands, specifically those zoned for agricultural purposes, for the sake of carbon
drawdown and a resilient local food system. Boulder is now officially at the
forefront of the “Carbon Drawdown Initiative” with the world’s eyes upon us. If
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we cannot do this, who can?
4.       The grasslands without the action of hordes of bison to excrete upon and
trod the soil have become subject to desertification. The steps to restore the top
soil and health of these lands are numerous but none are possible where prairie
dogs have overrun the other plant, insect and animal species in the ecosystem.
Prairie dog crowding is partly due to their lack of access to the vast uninterrupted
biodiverse grasslands of the past. Trying to accommodate prairie dogs on the
disparate areas of acreage that are zoned agricultural, divided by highways and
development, has eaten away at the larger plan of a healthy local food system, as
well as a healthy habitat for prairie dogs in the balance of public land not zoned
for agricultural use.
5.       We are proposing consideration of the use of lethal control of prairie dogs
on public lands designated to be agricultural.
6.       As taxpayers and responsible citizens, we need to have access to
information such as the following:

A. the amount of agricultural public land degraded or desertified, especially
by prairie dogs, said to be more than 2000 acres in the City and some six to 7000
acres in Boulder County.

B. the amount of taxpayer dollars spent on re-locating prairie dogs and
whether those re-locations were successful or unsuccessful, said to be more than
$100,000.

C. the amount of taxpayer dollars spent spreading toxins on public lands
(particularly those deemed agricultural) to protect prairie dogs from plague.

D. an objective analysis of the consequences of the current policies on
residents and agriculturists, their health and security, both inside and
outside of the City of Boulder. We must normalize the legitimacy of
challenging the status quo at this point in our human trajectory.
E. an acknowledgment of the fact that barriers do not work to shield land

from prairie dog invasion and that continuation of that myth should be dissuaded.
7.   We want to consider how to most effectively draw carbon down with our
publicly owned agricultural  land management as well as how to work toward a
resilient local food system in the face of a carbon-constrained future. Regenerative
agriculture and holistic management of farming/ranching acreage hold the best
possibilities to draw carbon down on a large scale.
8.  No one species should be preferenced over the millions of species required for
healthy soil and the action needed to address climate change.
9.  Limiting our sad and regrettable, however expedient, choice to use lethal
control of prairie dogs on approximately 37,000 acres of open space designated
agricultural, still leaves nearly 80,000 acres of open space to accommodate and
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welcome prairie dogs into a healthy larger ecosystem. The longer we delay lethal
control, the more the entire ecosystem stands to lose.
10.  As a community, we would like to choose civil policy discourse and not
condone threats and personal condemnation against those with diverse opinions.
Reactionary backlash against people on either side of any argument should be
relegated to the past. We are all responsible for climate change and doing what we
can to mitigate climate change on our public agricultural lands can be an agenda
we can all agree upon!
 
A few final points for your process:
 

1.  Please understand that prairie dogs are being killed in large numbers, just not
be the City and not by humane methods. We cannot continue to foist our
problem off on our neighbors.

2.  Controlling PDs today means fewer to kill tomorrow and pup season is upon
us. This was already declared a crisis last year.

3.  Staff’s estimates of PD population and their costs are being manipulated to
be egregiously low.

4.  Irrigated ag lands sequester far more carbon that dryland so do not change
designation of lands and move water to other land. Don’t forget ‘use it or
lose it’ on our millions of dollars of water rights.

5.  Please consider adopting the County’s BMP’s for PDs until the City can
figure out their own pathway.

6.  Please change the County’s spring moratorium in the City-adopted version
so that it bans live trapping in spring but includes in-burrow lethal control.

 
Thank you again for your tough but terribly important leadership on this
complicated issue. We stand ready to support you however we can!
 
Sincerely,
 
Cody Douglas Oreck
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From: Elizabeth Potter
To: OSMP Input
Subject: Prairie dog study area related to City of Boulder OSMP lands!
Date: Sunday, February 2, 2020 12:01:32 PM

External Sender
To the Boulder Open Space Board of Trustees!

First off, you may remember that I came to one of your meetings a couple of months ago to
talk to you about water issues. I appreciate that you listened to me at your meeting. I also
appreciate the hard work that city staffers have put into the water issue. The city has hired
great staff people, and their work and time is much appreciated.

I’m writing today as part of the comment period about lethal control of prairie dogs on City of
Boulder OSMP lands. 
1. I SUPPORT the lethal control discussion, and I want to tell you why, below. In addition, my
husband and I support everything Elizabeth Black and Paula Shuler and our other neighbors
are doing through the Healthy Ecosystems and Agricultural Lands group, and we hope to be
able to come to your Feb. 12 meeting to speak. We’re very happy to be part of a positive
community working together to protect and conserve agricultural lands and help the
environment.

You may or may not remember from when I spoke at your meeting that my husband and I
bought the property at  about two years ago. This
property is directly north of (City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks) Axelson Open
Space. 
While we certainly love being a neighbor to City of Boulder open space, we do not love being
close to all of those prairie dogs. We first put in more than a quarter mile of black fencing to
try to keep them off of our land (about two feet high and one foot “under” in a trench, which
was what was recommended to us by Sharon Bokan at the Boulder County CSU Extension
office as the minimum amount needed to keep new prairie dogs from coming onto our land.) It
worked very slightly.

We also used the preferred carbon monoxide gas canister method to clear at least 500 holes.
That didn’t appear to make a dent at all on the overall population.

Prairie dogs destroyed the native grasses on most of the 34 acres of our land before we bought
it, and musk thistle, teasel and other noxious weeds abound. (Sharon Bokan and various
county department folks have been out to our land, and everyone says the same thing - that
this destruction has come from the prairie dogs.) The prairie dogs and weeds are extremely
unhealthy for the land and contribute negatively to climate change. We want to create an
area of carbon sequestration with native grasses, other plants and trees. This will
support more area wildlife as well as our plans to keep horses.

We have spent countless hours hand-hoeing and shoveling the roots of the weeds for the
last two years. We also decided not to till the land to date because we want to be as
environmentally friendly as possible. (We were told that tilling and irrigation also would
help solve the prairie dog problem, but are still negotiating with your city staffers about the
irrigation. We own 17 shares of water but have not been able to get it onto our land to date
because of threats from water lawyers). We have bought wheat seed and put it down several
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times - Sharon Bokan at CSU Extension tells us that one of these growing seasons the wheat
will finally take over the weeds in the currently barren area.

2. It is safe to say that we have spent more than $10,000 for fencing, our own efforts with the
canisters, a removal service and the wheat seed, time, etc. to get rid of more than 2,500 prairie
dogs over the course of the last two years. 
We would appreciate if your board and the city council could make the lethal control policy
decision and find FUNDING for it, as it would make Open Space and Mountain Parks be a
better public neighbor. As I said, we are dealing with the continuous problem of prairie dogs
coming north from Axelson Open Space, even with our fence up along the boundary.

3. Just to restate because of its importance - we feel that the ecosystem on our land and the
surrounding area is extremely fragile and out of balance because of the continued rapid
population growth of the prairie dogs on Axelson Open Space. We ask that you vote to approve
lethal control and funding to carry it out so that we can restore the vibrant ecosystem we know
existed in the past on our land.

Thank you so much for listening.

Sincerely,
Beth Potter
(a Boulder homeowner for 20 years, currently paying property tax on three dwellings)
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From: ffisher mcallisterinvestments.com
To: Council
Subject: Fwd: Prairie Dog Control
Date: Sunday, February 2, 2020 8:48:26 AM

External Sender

To whom it may concern,
>
> I am writing to express my ongoing concern of the loss of valuable irrigated farmland in Boulder County due to
Prairie Dog infestation. I live at 8800 Valmont Road and my property is key holed into Open Space. We are
surrounded by a large PD colony. What once was beautiful grass land is now approaching a dust bowl. I would hope
that from an environmental standpoint there would be a sense of urgency to restore the land that once gone may not
be recoverable. I often feel like I am trying to convince deniers of global warming when it comes to the issue of
saving the irrigated land from the PD challenge. Please consider lethal means as the most humane and effective way
to get this problem under control. It is a crises that requires immediate attention to maintain the taxpayer investment
in Boulder City open space. Please call with any question, suggestions, or recommendations at 303.912.4140.
>
> Sincerely,
>
> George Fisher
>

>
>
> Sent from my iPhone
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From: Mark Fitch
To: OSBT-Web
Subject: Fwd: prairie dog management
Date: Sunday, February 2, 2020 7:28:57 AM

External Sender

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Mark Fitch < >
Date: Sun, Feb 2, 2020 at 7:15 AM
Subject: prairie dog management
To: <OSMPInput@bouldercolorado.gov>

I am asking you to use lethal means in order to control the numbers of prairie dogs on city
open space land. Your current practices have been unsuccessful. Please stop the destruction of
the land. Destruction of the land plays a significant role in the carbon foot print and climate
change issues.
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From: Elizabeth Black
To: OSMP Input; OSBT-Web; Council
Subject: Comments on Draft of Expedited Management Review of Irrigated Fields Occupied by Prairie Dogs
Date: Monday, February 3, 2020 1:21:53 PM
Attachments: image003.jpg

External Sender
To OSBT, OSMP Staff, and City Council,
I appreciate all the hard work that went into OSMP’s 59 page draft “Expedited Management
Review of Irrigated Fields Occupied by Prairie Dogs”.  However, I believe it has some problems
which must be addressed, to make it a clearer, more informative and more useful document. 
That being said, I am very concerned that revisions to the draft not delay the expedited review
any further.  I am happy to assist in any way I can to keep you to your timeline dealing with the
emergency of prairie dogs destroying our irrigated agricultural lands.
Please make the following changes to the draft:

      Many people mistakenly believe that lethal control of PD’s on irrigated agricultural lands
means that OSMP will kill ALL OSMP PD’s.  In its opening paragraph, this draft needs to
make clear that no matter what happens on OSMP’s irrigated agricultural lands, there will still
be “X” thousands of acres of OSMP protected prairie dog habitat with an estimated “Y”
thousands of PD’s, and that lethal control is not being considered for any PD’s in OSMP’s
Habitat Conservation Areas.

      The public wants to know how many PD’s are currently in all of Boulder County, on OSMP,
BCPOS and private lands.  While I recognize how hard it is to get an accurate count, an
estimate or range of numbers will be helpful.  In the past, OSMP staff estimates for numbers
of PD’s per acre have been low, and do not correlate well with the rapid expansion of PD
colonized acreage, the increasing densities of burrows in a field, or the numbers of PD’s
neighbors are killing each year.  Please provide more accurate estimates for numbers of PD’s
county-wide in the revised draft.

      Boulder residents and Council are very concerned about climate change and have identified
soil carbon sequestration as a promising strategy to deal with it.  Our irrigated agricultural
lands are some of our best places to sequester carbon, as the Citizen Science Soil Health
Project has shown.  Water is life, and irrigation water positively correlates with better soil
health and more soil carbon sequestration.  Yet on various maps, OSMP staff has changed the
designation of some highly-infested historically irrigated properties with valuable water
rights.  OSMP has changed their designation from “irrigable lands” to “managed lands”. 
OSMP now speaks of moving water off these properties to other areas.  Without water, the
carbon sequestration, soil health and remediation potential of these “managed lands” will
degrade even further. Please change the designation of these “managed lands” back to
“irrigable lands”, and keep the water on these lands, so that they may be restored in the future
and sequester atmospheric carbon.

      The public needs to know in clear non-legal language how the current City Code can be
revised so that OSMP can effectively, efficiently and humanely use lethal control to protect
their irrigated agricultural lands.   OSMP must be able to quickly respond to PD incursions
onto irrigated lands, so that only small numbers of PD’s will be killed.  OSMP must not be
required to go through a lengthy permitting process, which means invading PD’s will multiply

City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks 
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP Occupied by Prairie Dogs 
Engagement Window 2 Compendium of Community Input

Page 191

mailto:osmpinput@bouldercolorado.gov
mailto:OSBT-Web@bouldercolorado.gov
mailto:council@bouldercolorado.gov



and many more PD’s will be killed.  A Code revision for an “affirmative defense” allowing
lethal control on irrigated agricultural lands with NO six-step-process must be front and center
on any list of actions.  Please prioritize “Allow burrow destruction on irrigated agricultural
lands” and “Allow Lethal Control on irrigated agricultural lands”.  All other actions are
dependant on it, and the current draft does not make that clear.

      The public wants PD’s removed from irrigated agricultural lands in the most effective,
efficient and humane way feasible.  “Effective” means methods that will totally clear the land
of PD’s so that there are 0% PD’s left on irrigated agricultural lands.  “Efficient” means
methods that will clear the lands the fastest at the least cost.  “Humane”  means lethal control
methods that will cause the least pain and suffering to the PD’s.  Evaluate current and
proposed removal methods on these criteria, rather than on “staff availability”,
“straightforwardness”, or “appeal” (the current evaluation criteria.)

      As Albert Einstein said, “The definition of insanity is doing the same thing over and over
again, but expecting different results.”  So it is important in the draft to call out the ineffective
methods OSMP is currently using to control PD’s on its irrigated agricultural lands.  Please
outline each method currently used by OSMP, and state why it is ineffective and insufficient
to deal with the current emergency.

      Everyone wants humane lethal control, but there are many misconceptions about the relative
pain and suffering of different methods.  For instance, many people don’t understand that all
live trapped PD’s, except for the very few that are relocated, will either be gassed or eaten
alive after a high-stress period in a cage.  Include an evaluation of the relative pain/suffering to
PD’s of various lethal control methods.  Please be sure to include pain and suffering of death
by plague in this comparison.

      Many residents care deeply about the use of pesticides on public property and pesticides’
effects on both domestic honey bees and wild native bees. PD protocols for live-trapping
require pre- and post-live-trapping dusting of  burrows with pyrethroid-based Delta-Dust, a
pesticide highly toxic to bees.  This hidden cost to the environment of live-trapping protocols
must be clarified. Include an evaluation of the environmental risks of Delta-Dust in live-
trapping, in consultation with Rella Abernathy, Integrated Pest Management Coordinator
COB. 

      The public wants to know what has worked in other places to control PD’s.  Outline what has
worked to control PD’s on other agengies’ agricultural lands, such as Boulder County’s.

.  Cost estimates must be transparent and state all assumptions used to make the estimate (i.e. #
PD’s/acre, itemized costs included in the estimate, reliability of contractors, etc.).  Numbers
reported by staff have varied wildly in past hearings and memo’s. For example,  a relocation
cost of $350/PD was quoted by staff at a May 2019 Council meeting,  but this draft quotes a
relocation cost of $147/PD.  If this new cost is to remain in the draft, it must be substantiated.

.  I applaud staff’s addition of lands east of the Diagonal into the project area.  However, I ask
that you also add the Belgrove and McKenzie properties.  Belgrove is on the south side of Jay,
bounded by the Diagonal to the southeast and 47th  to the west.  It borders the project area, and
PD’s from Belgrove will continue to invade land within the project area to the north, since
highways and development preclude their migration to the south, east and west.  McKenzie is
just east of the Diagonal, bordering Jay Rd and the project area.  OSMP is in danger of losing
the McKenzie tenant due to uncontrolled PD’s.
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.  As OSMP has learned at the failed Bennett property carbon sequestration experiment and on
other properties, “Restoration” is useless unless PD’s are first completely removed from
irrigated lands.  To date, OSMP has never successfully restored a single property occupied by
PD’s.  “Restoration” must be separated out from the draft list of ON-THE-GROUND
ACTIONS in Tables 6 and 7, and evaluated as a separate addenda at the end of the report. To
include it with other ON-THE-GROUND ACTIONS leads to the false impression that it can
be compared with them, which OSMP’s years of failed experiments has shown is not the case.

.  Finally, the public wants to know what actions OSMP staff recommend for this controversial,
emotionally-charged emergency.  I suggest that staff recommend that the City adopt Boulder
County’s Best Management Practices for lethal control of PD’s on irrigated agricultural lands. 
Boulder County’s 20 years of experience controlling their PD populations has taught them the
hard way what works and doesn’t work.  Their program is acceptable to the majority of
County residents.  However, there is one key policy which the City should change in Boulder
County’s BMP’s: their moratorium on trapping and lethal control during the spring pupping
season.  County staff says the spring moratorium severely hampers their ability to conduct
effective clearing of their NPD’s.  This moratorium is a hold-over from the days when the
County conducted ONLY live-trapping, and the public did not want females trapped while
their young remained dependant.  I suggest revising this BMP to allow lethal control but no
live-trapping during the spring pupping season. In the long run, this change will mean that
fewer PD’s will be killed.

I believe these changes to the Draft will make it a much clearer, more informative and useful
document.  Thank you for your consideration and patience,

Elizabeth Black
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From: Frank Pacocha
To: OSMP Input; OSBT-Web; Council
Subject: Prairie Dog problem on City of Boulder property in Boulder County OUTSIDE of Boulder City limits
Date: Monday, February 3, 2020 12:33:58 PM

External Sender
To Whom It May Concern,
We have lived in Longmont, Colorado next to City of Boulder Open Space, for over 
twelve years and love everything about this location, except for the Open Space 
prairie dogs that are migrating from this decimated City property onto the neighboring 
private properties.  It has been years of costly maintenance trying to keep our 
property from becoming like so much of the City Open Space barren, weed infested 
prairie dog lands. The prairie dog population is totally out of control. We are animal 
loving people, and have horses and dogs, and care about wildlife but feel  that lethal 
control of prairie dogs is long overdue to subdue these rodents. It costs us hundreds 
of dollars a year for prairie dog mitigation on our property, so that we can grow 
enough hay to feed two horses, thousands of dollars the year we put in as much 
prairie dog fencing that we could afford. Not to mention the hours and hours of 
physical work and time to fill burrows so that our horses can graze without our fearing 
that they’ll get injured. On a good hay year we can get 275+ bales of hay which feeds 
our two horses, recently we have gotten 40-50 bales!  This of course, incurs another 
$1200 expense, which we would not have if the City of Boulder did any control on the 
property they own.
The City needs to act fast on prairie dog mitigation and improving the quality of their 
properties which are turning into barren dirt/weed parcels!! This is not fair to all the 
private neighboring properties and not fair to the generations to come to leave them 
with this current out of control rodent issue. Regarding those who are vocal prairie 
dog supporters, I would guess most of them are not directly impacted by them as City 
of Boulder Open Space neighbors are. We are animal/pet lovers just trying to keep 
our animals (and also our grandchildren) safe on our property.  
Thank you for listening and acting in the best interest of us and generations to come. 

Sincerely, 
 Frank and Christine Pacocha
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From: Linda Parks
To: OSMP Input; OSBT-Web; Council
Subject: Boulder"s Agricultural and Open Space Lands: What is Our Legacy?
Date: Monday, February 3, 2020 5:32:43 PM

When I moved here in 1991, our grasslands were bountiful and ecologically diverse.
Our City and County Open Space grasslands would ebb and flow in the wind—
reminding me of the ocean waves of my childhood growing up on Long Island. On
Jan. 18, 2000, the City of Boulder adopted an ordinance prohibiting the poisoning of
prairie dogs (PDs). The ordinance was amended on July 3, 2001 to prohibit
destruction of active prairie dog burrows.

What has this caused?

The severe degradation of  agricultural properties and native grassland habitat.
Today, with climate change and land fragmentation, this species-specific protection
has led to exploding populations that have stripped the land, destroyed grasslands
and habitat for other native species, damaged soils, and the loss of our historic
agricultural practices. Not only that, the current heavily populated fragmented living
conditions of PDs is inhumane. The farmers and ranchers who lease and manage
these open space lands are struggling, and the ordinances currently in place need to
be revised so they can effectively manage the lands. OSMP simply does not have the
staff, money, nor the time to take this over if these farmers and ranchers leave. 

What does our current and future open space lands look like:

loss of revenue
abandoned lands left to deteriorate
loss of valuable water rights
unproductive agricultural lands for crops and grazing
loss of top soil: native grasses and flowers replaced by  invasive weed species
bad air quality, there are no longer grasses to hold the soils in place (just last
week the high winds create da dust storm at Boulder Valley Ranch Open Space
and I had to put on mask while I walked)
loss of grassland habitat for ground nesting birds

County vs City: might as well build a wall!

I had the opportunity to attend the recent Boulder County Open Space Open House,
in Longmont this past January. Participants included County Open Space managers,
wildlife biologists and other interested citizens. The presentation, with Q & A time,
reviewed the 2019 progress of their prairie dog (PD) mitigation efforts on northern
agricultural lands in the County, the results in 2019, and the future of 2020. County
land managers are working hard to preserve agricultural lands, and appear to be
doing a much better job of it. They are more proactive than the our City land
managers—and getting things done! City land managers and Council are doing a lot
of talking, have a lot of management plans, but getting little done, and these lands are

City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks 
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP Occupied by Prairie Dogs 
Engagement Window 2 Compendium of Community Input

Page 195

mailto:osmpinput@bouldercolorado.gov
mailto:OSBT-Web@bouldercolorado.gov
mailto:council@bouldercolorado.gov


in crisis. They are not being good environmental stewards, they are listening to a very
unbalanced group of individuals—the Prairie Dog Working Group—and they are not
being good neighbors!

Why can’t City and County work together? Apparently, “Policies do not cross
borders“, as one official stated that evening. What happens to the co-owned
properties, and properties that border each other? What happens to private property if
you border County or City land? Well the cost to mitigate is on them. So many private
land owners are living a nightmare.

During the presentation I was able to  ask two questions of a Wildlife Biologist:
1. How many prairie dogs can one raptor eat? She answered: “If they are lucky, one
raptor can eat one PD per day.” (from my observation, for more than 20 years, they
actually prefer rabbit, mice and snakes—as do coyotes). 

2. If introduced, how many prairie dogs can one ferret eat per week?

She answered: “One ferret can eat up to three PD’s per week.” (please note that this
would only occur on HCA land not agricultural land, and we might be looking out as
far as 2022 before a reintroduction occurs).

Now, I am not a mathematician, but if we have 20,000 plus PD’s on City of Boulder
Agricultural Open Space alone, exactly how is this going to work? Even more
disturbing to some is that OSMP dusts burrows with pyrethrin (Delta dust), pre- and
post-trapping for relocation, to prevent the possibility of plague. Many of us care
deeply about the use of pesticides on public property and its effect on humans, bees,
amphibians and other beneficial insects—needless to say how that is effecting the
soils. It is also preventing the plague which currently appears to be the only tool open
space managers have been using to control populations.

City of Boulder Open Space—so what can we change?

The lethal control of prairie dogs (PD’s) is a difficult subject for both OSMP staff and
others in our community. However, it is OSMP’s job is to protect our public lands and
ecosystems, not a single species at the expense of all else, and to follow the Charter,
the OSMP Masterplan, the Agricultural Plan, the Grassland Plan, and Boulder’s
Climate Commitment. We need to:

1. Change the current ordinance and remove special requirements to mitigate.
2. Allow lethal control, and allow burrow destruction on agricultural properties after

mitigation to prevent PD’s from returning.
3. Start now before another pupping season in May—to wait is inhumane.

Water is Life. Soil is Life
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Agricultural lands need to stay irrigated, and without water there is no life. We do not
want to lose water rights and we can not afford to lose precious topsoil. At the scale
we are at now (20,000 + PD’s, double that come May) on City of Boulder Open Space
agricultural lands alone, we have few choices. Barriers aren not effective, relocation
lands are not available and with it comes high mortality rates, catch and release live
animals to ferret reintroduction programs not realistic, not the most human way, and
with the numbers we are talking about not going to work. The one humane choice
right now—Pressurized Exhaust Rodent Control (PERC). PERC is one of the most
potent, yet humane ways to control rodents. Allow burrow destruction on agricultural
lands.

Let’s make the right decisions for the future soil health of our lands and ecosystem for
all species. Let’s get started now before another pupping season that will lead to
more destruction of our lands.

Warmest Regards,
Linda Parks / Designer
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From: Sabrina Gerringer
To: OSMP Input
Subject: Prairie Dogs in City Ag Lands
Date: Monday, February 3, 2020 6:48:56 PM

External Sender

Hello- My name is Sabrina. I have lived in unincorporated Boulder County for a dozen years. I own a small 10 acre
farm. I grow grass hay. I live adjacent to one of your Agricultural properties, Brubaker-Sorrenson. It is a designated
No Prairie Dog Zone.  I have watched the land deteriorate on a daily basis due to overpopulation by PRAIRIE
DOGS. There are large areas that no longer grow grass. When the wind blows you can see what little topsoil is left
blow east. It looks like a desert landscape with tall mounds (moundtains). The irrigation water on your land doesn’t
flow as it once did because the prairie dogs have rearranged the landscape. Nothing is growing. The people who
lease it from you can no longer use the land as they have for decades because your property no longer grows grass.
Why? Because the prairie dogs have denuded the landscape. To make things worse, Now I have to deal with them
infiltrating my property! I am able to “take care of them” as soon as they begin to come over .. but The City of
Boulder is turning me into a killer!! It pains me that I have to spend time money and energy dealing with YOUR
escaped prairie dogs. The only time we had a reprieve, is when the plague came through years ago. Now, come to
find out, you are spreading Delta Dust on the property…   I have bees and don’t appreciate your using a known toxic
pesticide so close to our land. It is time for the City Of Boulder to implement new policies on city agricultural land
in the county. You need to adopt the policies that boulder county is using. Lethal control is the only means to
remedy this exponential problem you have created by allowing the prairie dogs to ruin agricultural irrigated lands. 
You have screened them out in part of the southern portion of the property- so now they won’t cross Neva road and
travel south to my neighbor’s.. they’ll come over to my house. Screens do not work! Fencing does not work. Lethal
Control is the only method to restore the lands back to irrigated agricultural land. You are Devaluing our properties
out in the county. The City is a terrible neighbor!! Take a look at how the County mitigates and take note!

The way you have been doing things is not working. You are losing valuable agricultural land and the history of
boulder county. Prairie dogs belong in your grasslands, not on your historic irrigated agricultural lands. Be a good
neighbor- consider lethal control!!

Please please consider changing your policies! Lethal  control is the only way to save our soil and save our historic
agricultural lands from being denuded by prairie dogs.

Sabrina Gerringer
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From: Suzanne Webel
To: OSMP Input; OSBT-Web; Council
Subject: Boulder"s Opportunity to Manage its Prairie Dogs
Date: Monday, February 3, 2020 4:24:32 PM

External Sender
Greetings, neighbors!

An Introduction and An Ask

Yes, you are my neighbors, since my farm in unincorporated Boulder County shares a very
long (.5 mile) property boundary with OSMP's Bennett property south of 

.  I want you to feel my pain at having to be OSMP's neighbor and
I want you to do something NOW to alleviate that pain.  Specifically, I want the City of
Boulder to add lethal control of prairie dogs to its agricultural management tool box. 

I wish to state at the outset that like just about every other farmer I know, I have a deep
connection to the land, its wildlife, its biodiversity, its ability to sequester carbon for the
planet's health, its cultural heritage, and its agricultural productivity.  I am also a scientist by
training and I apply that discipline of rational thinking to everything I do.  I manage my farm
for a wide range of priorities but my overarching priority is maintaining a sustainable balance
among them all.  

History and Current Status

Before OSMP acquired the Bennett Property property in 2007 and for a few years thereafter, it
had been leased by three generations of a longtime tenant and old-Boulder-County family. 
They in turn raised several generations of black cows, maintained the property including
irrigating, fertilizing, fence repair, weed control, and prairie dog management.  We bought our
80-acre farm in 1996 and the tenants next door were excellent neighbors of ours for two
decades.  And then along came OSMP.

As you may know, the Bennett Property quickly turned into a nightmare for OSMP.  The rigid
policy of preventing tenants from controlling prairie dogs meant that the prairie dog
population spiraled out of control.  No longer were they contained to a relatively small area
(<10%) -- as of last year, prairie dogs had taken over virtually the entire Bennett property
(almost 70%, including parts of it that are unsuitable for prairie dogs and part that is under
water).  The amount of forage available for the tenant's cows diminished to the point where
there was none left, due to prairie dog overpopulation.  So in 2013 she started renting our hay
fields for her cows in the winter and she also purchased some hay from us, to provide that
much-needed forage for calving, and providing us with some much-needed winter income for
several years.  Eventually, however, OSMP's prairie dogs stripped the Bennett land of all its
topsoil and brought in an infinite supply of many species of invasive weeds. The longtime
tenant could no longer eke out a living on this property and pulled up stakes altogether in
2018, moving to Nebraska and depriving OSMP of an excellent, responsible tenant, depriving
us of a great neighbor, and depriving us of some agricultural income.  We are now left with
uncontrolled prairie dogs, uncontrolled weeds, and uncontrolled soil erosion (it is
heartbreaking to see the soil blowing away in great blinding waves during the vicious
windstorms that blow year-round off the Bennett property and other mis-managed public lands
in this neighborhood). Increasing uneasiness among the neighbors and outright complaints
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about this situation have met with hopeless shrugs by OSMP managers.  A so-called "Prairie
Dog Task Force" was convened to study the matter... but its makeup did not adequately
represent any of the stakeholders I know and its conclusions did not represent us either.

Meanwhile, since there is nothing left for the prairie dogs to eat and destroy on the Bennett
property, they are now moving onto my farm -- by the thousands.  I raise certified weed-free
hay, which I try to do as organically and holistically as possible, but the accelerating prairie
dog diaspora from the Bennett property has invaded our hayfields.  They not only create rock-
hard mounds and holes that make irrigation and haying operations impossible, they also
destroy desirable forage and they are directly responsible for bringing noxious and invasive
weeds with them.  Prairie dog holes are hazardous to the horses we board and ride on the farm,
because if a horse were to step accidentally into a hole it would break its leg and have to be
euthanized. Finally, having any of approximately 64 noxious weeds in my hay crop, many of
which are now rampant on the Bennett property, would jeopardize my status as the only
remaining certified weed-free hay producer in Boulder County
(https://www.colorado.gov/pacific/sites/default/files/Colorado%20Hay%20Directory_0.pdf). 

Whereas it used to be possible to ignore the few prairie dogs that strayed from the Bennett
property under our common fence line, I can no longer ignore them and they are no longer
manageable by any but the most extreme and expensive methods. I try to maintain a "line of
defense" against OSMP's prairie dogs at least 20 feet wide, several times a year.  If I did not,
my entire farm would succumb to devastation by prairie dogs and all sources of agricultural
revenue for my farm would dry up.

For purposes of your upcoming policymaking discussion about prairie dog management, I
have calculated the direct costs to me of OSMP's irresponsible prairie dog policy on my
farming operations since the City of Boulder purchased the Bennett property next door in 2007
(13 years ago).  Here is a partial analysis:

Assumptions re: Acreage Affected by Prairie Dogs from OSMP on My Farm

1/2 mi (2,640 feet) of common OSMP boundary fenceline occupied by Prairie Dog colonies
x 20' wide swath, average, of PD infestation (=52,800 SF)
=1.2 ac (52,800 SF / 43,560 SF/ac)
1 PD hole/100 SF, average
440 holes/ac = 528 holes total
ave. x 9 PDs/hole = 4,752 PDs on my farm alone;  and yes, they all come from OSMP.  Every.
Year.

My Costs and Lost Income re: OSMP's Prairie Dogs

1) Prairie Dog Management

$1,440/yr mitigation ($480/application x 3x/yr using a variety of products and techniques
including professional exterminators)
+$ 450/yr labor  (30 hrs, incl. mine, at $15/hr -- I do it mostly myself; if I were to actually
"pay" myself that -- most people charge a lot more than that,
     especially the professional exterminators -- this number would be a lot higher)
= $1,890 my cost, annually, minimum

City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks 
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP Occupied by Prairie Dogs 
Engagement Window 2 Compendium of Community Input

Page 200

https://www.colorado.gov/pacific/sites/default/files/Colorado%20Hay%20Directory_0.pdf


2) Weed management, on PD-affected acreage only
1.2 ac x $100/ac weed suppressors + misc mowing/trimming/pulling expenses = $150,
annually
50 hours @ $15/hour = $750 annually
= $900 my cost, annually, minimum

3) Reduced productivity of my hay field, PD-affected acreage only
1/2 mi of holes, mounds, etc. that get into my hay field = 1.2 ac. (see above)
1 ton/ certified weed free hay yield per cutting = 33 bales/ton
$12 ave price/bale = $396/ton
x 1.2ac = $475 lost forage, annually, minimum

4) Lost farm revenue due to neighbor moving away in 2018
$1,400/yr lost lease income (54 cow/calf pairs for 55 days), ave.
+$1,000/yr lost hay sales ($12/bale x 80 bales), ave.
= $2,400 lost income from neighbor, annually, minimum, ave.
x  5 years (2013-2018) = $12,000 total
/13 yrs normalized for this analysis
= $923 annual average lost income from cattle boarding and hay

Sum of 1-4) = $2,298 Total Costs and Lost Income, annually, minimum

x 13 years of OSMP ownership of the Bennett Property next door

= $54,445 Total Cost to Me of having OSMP as a Neighbor (!!!!!)

Summary

So ... has OSMP been a good neighbor?  You can now answer that question (hint: you haven't
paid me one red cent in compensation for damages incurred by your prairie dogs, and so far
you haven't done anything to ameliorate the situation on your side of the fence). But OK, let's
say I'm willing to let bygones be bygones.

I am hopeful for the future, because OSMP has finally begun to recognize the severity of the
Prairie Dog problem on its irrigated lands.  Good start!  Staff and the OSBT have
acknowledged that non-lethal attempts at PD control are hopelessly inadequate and
prohibitively expensive.  Good progress!  The City of Boulder says it wants to support
agriculture in Boulder County.  Good goal!  You can help us all move forward by starting to
be more responsible agricultural land managers, both on your own properties and in your
support of your agricultural neighbors who are actually trying to be good stewards of their
own land while also trying to make a living as farmers.  Please do!

The only way for OSMP be good managers of agricultural lands is by being able to use
lethal control when appropriate on irrigated lands as well as certain dry ranchlands, in
order to manage the prairie dogs whose populations have exploded in recent years and are
making all of our lives miserable.  Only then will you be able to meet your own goals and
get back in compliance with the City Charter:  reclaiming the land, stabilizing the soil,
maintaining vegetative cover, sequestering noxious carbon dioxide, and more ... thereby
once again making the land productive for agriculture, nature, and people in Boulder
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County.

Thank you.

Suzanne Webel
Starlight Farm
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From: Molly Davis Fine Art
To: OSBT-Web
Subject: Please read!
Date: Monday, February 3, 2020 7:12:58 PM

External Sender
Dear Trustees,

Our city is experiencing a critical mass in the concentration of prairie dogs in our system. We have let
our situation get completely out of control in our Open Space irrigated lands. Please consider the
following points.

1. This is public land which we have a fiduciary responsibility to manage better than we are
doing currently. We do not have the right to have advocacy groups make unrealistic
demands on our system.

2. The loss of land and the subsequent loss of income that we used to make from the
leases for the OSMP department is staggering.

3. The numbers of prairie dogs in our system currently is staggering. The estimates of 30
dogs per acre is probably grossly underestimated according to many of the tenants in
our Northern Properties who have to deal with them on a daily basis.

4. The cost of relocation with a best case scenario of 147.00 per dog, is going to cause the
department to suffer a huge financial hit that it cannot and should not have to absorb. If
we have to go to these extremes for one species, then what might we have to suffer
through with other species, like bears, etc. should specific interest groups take a
position similar to this in the future?

5. The departments lack of being able to motivate and respond to such a crisis should be
evaluated. Even if plague should show up on properties, and that property was a voice
and sight location, and if the dog got a plaque contained prairie dog it could spread it to
the dog and then to its human.

6. The lessees that contribute to our system are invaluable to OSMP being able to manage
properties. To replace tenants who have institutional knowledge of our system would
unfeasible for the department. OSMP does not have the amount of manpower needed
to manage these lands should we continue to lose key tenants like Steve Penner.

7. We are not being good stewards to our neighbors who border our properties. We are
causing them thousands of hours and dollars to rid their properties of our prairie dogs.
They have been understanding up until now, but I have concerns about law suits in the
future against our properties as they perceive us as poor land managers. I recently met
with a large group of these neighbors.

8. The soil health in these areas is against what we have identified as a climate
commitment priority. The land has literally blown into the valley, and there is just
bedrock in many places, with no top soil.

9. If we have senior ditch rights on some of these properties and we mishandle the water,
what potential problems are we creating for ourselves in the future? It is a “use it or
lose it system” with water rights.
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10. We should consider two tracks. One a fast track with the 100% removal of prairie dogs
in the Irrigated lands in the Northern OSMP system immediately. Second a slower track
that would allow for a code change allowing“ affirmative defense” and allowing lethal
control on lands without the six step process.

We need to respond, act, stop studying the problem and do something about it. The tenants, should
have the ability to respond with lethal action on their properties, giving them the same ability that
the county does to control overpopulation. We should partner with the county, adopt their policies
which work much better than the city.

It is a crisis of huge dimensions. It should be immediately dealt with. To allow more dogs to multiply
only to their own demise, is more cruel than doing nothing.

Molly Davis

OSBT 2013-2018
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From: DENNIS ROBINSON
To: OSBT-Web
Subject: Prairie Dogs on CBOS Irrigated Farm Land
Date: Tuesday, February 4, 2020 7:12:40 AM
Attachments: CBOS Prairie Dogs Board of Trustees.pdf

External Sender

Dear CBOS Board of Trustees,

Please find a letter attached regarding the subject of this email.

Best Regards,
DENNIS ROBINSON
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February 2, 2020



To: City of Boulder CBOS Board of Trustees



Dear Board Member,



We are writing this letter to share with you our experience of living in a 
home surrounded by Irrigated Farmland owned by the City of Boulder 
Open Space.



In the spring of 1997 we purchased a 3 acre lot at 8850 Valmont Rd. with 
the plan to construct our dream home in the country. We were excited 
about being an island inside of City of Boulder Irrigated Farmland, thinking 
it would be like living on our own farm,  enjoying open space, irrigated hay 
fields and the tenant farmer would be doing the normal farm activities of 
raising crops and cattle. It was truly a dream coming true for us. 



The day we closed on the purchase of our lot we excitedly headed out to 
spend time on our new property.



What we found when we arrived was something new, prairie dogs had 
been released at the south east corner of our lot by the City of Boulder 
Open Space. We could not imagine what the rational was for CBOS 
making this decision having lived in Boulder for my entire life I was clearly 
aware of the problems prairie dogs create for farmers and neighbors to 
their colonies. We had never imagined the City of Boulder would 
intentionally set up the destruction of irrigated farm land they had 
purchased with the promise of maintaining the land as irrigated farmland. 
The tax payers had supported this promise by voting to support the CBOS 
request for funds. Was this a mistake? No, it was a bad decision by CBOS 
but not one to be reversed.



We were devastated to say the least, now we owned 3-acres with the plan 
to build a home and enjoy the wide open space we had searched for years 
to find near Boulder and now we knew our challenges would be many if 
we expected to keep our land free of prairie dogs while they naturally 
expanded into thousands of prairie dogs beginning with less than 25 
moved in intentionally by the CBOS. Our choice was to stay and fight or 
ditch our dream and hope to recover our cost of the lot and start the 
process all over. 








We decided to move forward and build our home. We moved into our new 
home the summer of 2000 in July. We had constructed a fence 
surrounding our property but it was not a sufficient barrier to the prairie 
dogs and they were now a large colony of hundreds and routinely building 
tunnels into our property. The process of finding new holes and doing 
whatever we could to stop the march was a daily task and has cost us 
thousands of dollars and much frustration. Eliminating prairie dogs on a 
daily basis, is an unpleasant way to spend ones time, but this is the plight 
of a neighbor to City of Boulder Open Space prairie dog colonies. You 
either eliminate the prairie dogs on your land or your land turns into a dust 
bowl with no vegetation. Our situation is common for anyone owning land  
next door to CBOS prairie dog colonies.



Being a farmer who is the tenant of the CBOS is also a challenge more 
than owning land next door. In our case we have had two different tenant 
farmers during the 20 year period. Both have worked hard to make their 
deal work with the CBOS but it has been far from what they expected. 
Their hands are tied when it comes to the prairie dogs. They are not 
allowed to do anything to stop the expanding colonies. The vegetation is 
destroyed as the colonies expand and the farmers income plummets to 
the point that it is not a feasible endeavor. 



Farmers with the skills to farm CBOS irrigated farm land are a small group 
in our community and getting smaller every year as result of the policies of 
the CBOS being influenced by the people who raise their uneducated 
voice in support of prairie dogs. These voices have no experience of the 
day to day life and business of a farmer but they silence the voice of an 
experienced farmer who’s families have lived on and worked these, farms 
for generations, now owned by the City of Boulder. These voices are 
disrespectful and intimidating to the farmer. 



Many of the tenant farmers want to raise grass fed beef rather than raise 
cattle in a large feed lot. This goal is a worthy one and one that the CBOS 
should work hard to support by allowing the farmers to control the 
existence of prairie dogs on this precious irrigated farm land.



In our humble opinion it is far past time the City of Boulder listen carefully 
to the Tenant Farmers and the Neighbors of CBOS Irrigated Farm land and 
respect their experience of being farmers and neighbors of CBOS. New 







comers to neighborhoods learn first and act carefully in respect of those 
with a long experience of the neighborhood. CBOS has done the opposite 
and it has not worked out well for it’s neighbors rather turned into a daily 
nightmare of defending our investments denying us of quiet enjoyment of 
our homes and land.



We would welcome you to come and visit our land and home so we can 
show you first hand what we deal with day to day. 



Respectfully,



Dennis and Joan Robinson  -  8850 Valmont Road, Boulder, CO 80301



Email: robinsondennis@mac.com
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To: City of Boulder CBOS Board of Trustees
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aware of the problems prairie dogs create for farmers and neighbors to 
their colonies. We had never imagined the City of Boulder would 
intentionally set up the destruction of irrigated farm land they had 
purchased with the promise of maintaining the land as irrigated farmland. 
The tax payers had supported this promise by voting to support the CBOS 
request for funds. Was this a mistake? No, it was a bad decision by CBOS 
but not one to be reversed.


We were devastated to say the least, now we owned 3-acres with the plan 
to build a home and enjoy the wide open space we had searched for years 
to find near Boulder and now we knew our challenges would be many if 
we expected to keep our land free of prairie dogs while they naturally 
expanded into thousands of prairie dogs beginning with less than 25 
moved in intentionally by the CBOS. Our choice was to stay and fight or 
ditch our dream and hope to recover our cost of the lot and start the 
process all over. 
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We decided to move forward and build our home. We moved into our new 
home the summer of 2000 in July. We had constructed a fence 
surrounding our property but it was not a sufficient barrier to the prairie 
dogs and they were now a large colony of hundreds and routinely building 
tunnels into our property. The process of finding new holes and doing 
whatever we could to stop the march was a daily task and has cost us 
thousands of dollars and much frustration. Eliminating prairie dogs on a 
daily basis, is an unpleasant way to spend ones time, but this is the plight 
of a neighbor to City of Boulder Open Space prairie dog colonies. You 
either eliminate the prairie dogs on your land or your land turns into a dust 
bowl with no vegetation. Our situation is common for anyone owning land  
next door to CBOS prairie dog colonies.


Being a farmer who is the tenant of the CBOS is also a challenge more 
than owning land next door. In our case we have had two different tenant 
farmers during the 20 year period. Both have worked hard to make their 
deal work with the CBOS but it has been far from what they expected. 
Their hands are tied when it comes to the prairie dogs. They are not 
allowed to do anything to stop the expanding colonies. The vegetation is 
destroyed as the colonies expand and the farmers income plummets to 
the point that it is not a feasible endeavor. 


Farmers with the skills to farm CBOS irrigated farm land are a small group 
in our community and getting smaller every year as result of the policies of 
the CBOS being influenced by the people who raise their uneducated 
voice in support of prairie dogs. These voices have no experience of the 
day to day life and business of a farmer but they silence the voice of an 
experienced farmer who’s families have lived on and worked these, farms 
for generations, now owned by the City of Boulder. These voices are 
disrespectful and intimidating to the farmer. 


Many of the tenant farmers want to raise grass fed beef rather than raise 
cattle in a large feed lot. This goal is a worthy one and one that the CBOS 
should work hard to support by allowing the farmers to control the 
existence of prairie dogs on this precious irrigated farm land.


In our humble opinion it is far past time the City of Boulder listen carefully 
to the Tenant Farmers and the Neighbors of CBOS Irrigated Farm land and 
respect their experience of being farmers and neighbors of CBOS. New 
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comers to neighborhoods learn first and act carefully in respect of those 
with a long experience of the neighborhood. CBOS has done the opposite 
and it has not worked out well for it’s neighbors rather turned into a daily 
nightmare of defending our investments denying us of quiet enjoyment of 
our homes and land.


We would welcome you to come and visit our land and home so we can 
show you first hand what we deal with day to day. 


Respectfully,


Dennis and Joan Robinson  -  
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From: Joel Schaap
To: OSMP Input; OSBT-Web; Council
Subject: Input on PD Expedited Review
Date: Tuesday, February 4, 2020 10:40:15 AM

External Sender
OSBT, OSMP Staff & Council,

We never had a prairie dog problem on our farm until the City of Boulder became our
neighbor.  The City of Boulder makes it extremely challenging for all the neighbors. 
Boulder’s non-management of prairie dogs on irrigated agricultural parcels has become our
problem.  I am not against prairie dogs and I do not like to kill them but you leave us no
choice.    We have been mitigating PDs constantly for several years.  Two weeks ago we
mitigated many burrows and we were at it again Sunday.  (Yes, Sunday was Groundhog Day
and we do the same thing over and over; as the City does with examining and re-examing and
then double triple examining the prairie dog issue over and over.  This whole process and the
engagement windows remind me of the movie Groundhog Day.  We have been asking the City
to manage and steward irrigated parcels appropriately for years!)  OSMP claims a 3% prairie
dog growth rate.  That simply is not accurate.  The OSMP parcels next to us are so degraded
and overpopulated with prairie dogs that the PDs migrate continuously to our farm.  We do not
want our property to look like your property and it is very apparent that we are taking care of
the PD growth problem for you. 

Boulder needs to manage irrigated agricultural lands as the City Charter, BV Comp Plan,
OSMP Master Plan, Ag Plan and Grassland Plan dictate regarding the preservation of Ag
lands, the incompatibility of prairie dogs and irrigated parcels and the value of healthy, fertile
soils.  These parcels were purchased for irrigated ag production, not prairie dogs.  These lands
are to be preserved not destroyed.  The best opportunity to meet Boulder’s Climate
Commitment for healthy ecosystems and carbon sequestration is on irrigated parcels with
healthy soil, not on parcels denuded or degraded by prairie dogs.  Well over 1000 of 2400
irrigated acres in the proposed project area are in CRITICAL decline because of prairie dog
occupation.  Council & OSBT have a fiduciary duty to take care of these irrigated lands and
manage them appropriately - and that does not include prairie dogs.  Boulder can have
whatever Urban Wildlife Policy it wants within the city limits but when it comes to properties
outside of the city, OSMP properties in the county with completely different objectives and
purposes, Boulder needs a different policy, an agricultural wildlife policy. 

Non-lethal management methods are not working; PD populations continue to grow
exponentially on irrigated parcels.  Thousands of new prairie dogs will be born in another
month.  To solve this conflict, the City of Boulder needs to manage using lethal control with
PERC machines, as Boulder County does very successfully.   PERC machines are the most
humane, effective and efficient way to mitigate prairie dogs and take care of this exploding
conflict.  City ordinances need to change to allow OSMP to use lethal control on irrigated
parcels.  No six step process, no permit required - lethal control should be by right to fulfill the
charter purpose of OSMP or an affirmative defense.  If an ordinance change is going to get
bogged down in government deliberations, then in the short term, move straight to step six and
remove the PDs from irrigated parcels.  Non lethal methods have been tried over and over and
over and they are not working.  Additionally, consider putting barriers on the protected prairie
dog habitats to keep them contained and stop them from migrating back to irrigated ag.  
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It used to be that living next to OSMP land was a good thing.  That is no longer the case and
that myth has blown away in the wind with your soil.   To a person, every single one of my
neighbors says that the City of Boulder is the worst possible neighbor one can have.  Don’t
you want that to change - or don’t you care?  OSMP needs the tools to manage the irrigated
parcels appropriately per OSMP's own Ag plan objectives:  desired condition = zero acres
degraded by prairie dogs; decrease impacts to ag production from PD occupation; increase soil
organic matter; long term sustainability of agricultural operations.  Move forward and use
PERC on your irrigated parcels to remove the prairie dogs.  Restore and regenerate ag parcels
& soil to be healthy ecosystems and be a good neighbor.  Everyone will win.

Lastly, if you are not going to take care of agricultural properties, stop buying them.  Irrigated
agricultural land is too valuable to waste.

Sincerely,
Joel Schaap
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From: adrienebo
To: OSMP Input
Subject: Draft Boulder OSMP Prairie Dog Management Plan public comments
Date: Tuesday, February 4, 2020 1:09:12 PM
Attachments: OSMP_PD_Mngt_Plan_2020.docx

Hester_OSMP_Land_Aerial.jpg
Hester_Western_Pasture_Jun1993.jpg

External Sender
Dear Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks,

In preparation for your upcoming February 12th meeting, attached are public comments regarding the
Boulder Open Space & Mountain Park's "Expedited Management Review of Irrigated Fields Occupied by
Prairie Dogs: Draft Approach and Evaluation of Potential Actions."

In addition to Draft Boulder OSMP Prairie Dog Management Plan public comments, attached are (2)
historical aerial and terrestrial photos documenting the landscape condition of James and Adrienne
Hester's  irrigated agricultural land prior to my Father; James Hester (deceased), selling
our 40-acre hay meadow and adjacent northern land parcel to the City of Boulder OSMP in 2002.

The aerial photo of the Hester's hay meadow and adjacent northern land parcel (Boulder OSMP land) is
circa late 1980's/early 1990's.  Terrestrial photo of the Hester's adjacent 3505 Nebo Road western
pasture is June 1993 vintage.

Contemporary landscape conditions of these Boulder OSMP lands with an overpopulation of prairie dogs
can best be viewed by OSMP staff visiting their 3517 Nebo Road land as well as the Hester's adjacent

 property.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide public comments regarding the Boulder OSMP Draft Prairie Dog
Management Plan.

Regards,

John David Hester
Financial Power of Attorney for Adrienne A. Hester
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Expedited Management Review of Irrigated Fields Occupied by Prairie Dogs:

Draft Approach and Evaluation of Potential Actions



Public Comments

February 3, 2020



Dear City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks,



The Hester Family; that is James and Adrienne Hester, have been Boulder County landowners at 3505 Nebo Road since 1968 and have seen many land cover, socioeconomic, demographic, and land use management changes during the past 50-years.



Being successful and even profitable in practicing Boulder County agriculture as a landowner is dependent on a multitude of factors.  Those factors include not only land-use zoning regulations, but also property tax rates, water rights, commodity prices, labor rates, farm equipment expenses, climate, land uses of adjacent property owners, land parcel size, and the assistance of neighboring agricultural landowners.



During the 1970’s, the Hester Family and their cattle partner; that is H-P Charolais Associates, owned approximately 100-acres in Boulder County for grazing 40-head of beef cattle as part of their agricultural land use.  In addition, the Hester Family owned 27-shares of Left Hand Ditch Company water for irrigating agricultural land for grazing as well as hay and alfalfa crop production to feed the cattle during the winter.



In the 1980’s, the H-P Charolais partnership was terminated when my Father’s cattle partner passed away. Since the 1980’s, the Nebo Road land owned by the Hester Family has been maintained in agricultural crop production and cattle ranching through grazing-lease agreements with Boulder County ranchers.



Sustaining Boulder County private land in agricultural land use has become even more challenging as both Boulder County and the City of Boulder have acquired adjacent lands for Open Space using bonds and taxpayer approved funding.



Agricultural Conservation Easements and Lease Agreements with Boulder County ranchers have assisted in conserving and preserving these lands for irrigated agricultural crop production and cattle ranching operations.



After the September 2013 catastrophic Front Range flooding, the City of Boulder Open Space & Mountain Parks; who are an adjacent landowner to the Hester Family 3505 Nebo Road property, were very instrumental in providing assistance in dredging and rebuilding the Crocker Ditch irrigation network for Left Hand Ditch Company shareholders.



Even though the City of Boulder Open Space & Mountain Parks were beneficial as an adjacent land-owner after the 2013 Front Range flooding, they have not been good land stewards for compatible land uses adjacent to private property that is still being used for irrigated agricultural crop production and cattle ranching operations.



Since the start of the 21st Century, the City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks has permitted their adjacent Boulder County lands at 3517 Nebo Road to become denuded of vegetation resulting in major erosion during windstorms similar to the 1930’s Dust Bowl era. The cause of this agricultural landscape change has been the City of Boulder Open Space insistence on allowing their land at 3517 Nebo Road to transition into an ecosystem for hosting prairie dog colonies and has also resulted in an increased risk of losing valuable livestock grazing on these Boulder OSMP leased-lands.



The prairie dog colonies located on the City of Boulder Open Space lands at 3517 Nebo Road have migrated into the Hester’s 3505 Nebo Road private agricultural lands since the Hester’s sold their 40-acre hay meadow and adjacent northern land parcel to Boulder OSMP in 2002.



Due to the overpopulation of prairie dogs on Boulder OSMP 3517 Nebo Road land and migration of these prairie dogs into our adjacent 3505 Nebo Road agricultural land, the Hester’s have spent $5,467 in mitigation expenses since 2015 for our western, southern, and eastern pastures that share a property line with Boulder OSMP land.  



We are fighting a losing financial battle to keep the existing 3505 Nebo Road prairie dog population in check that consistently migrates into our private property from the adjacent Boulder OSMP lands.  Since 2015, the Hester Family has consistently been losing money overall as our 3505 Nebo Road prairie dog mitigation expenses exceed our annual agricultural operations income.  



In addition, these prairie dog colonies have also begun migrating into the City of Boulder Open Space 3517 land parcel’s 40-acre hay meadow which is currently leased to Nebo Road Black Angus Ranch (Fred and Jan Stengel).



Prairie dogs migrating into the irrigated 40-acre hay meadow leased to Nebo Road Black Angus Ranch will eventually negate any future agricultural hay production and thus eliminate future Boulder OSMP Agricultural Lease Agreement payments from Boulder County ranchers as these OSMP lands are no longer profitable for agricultural operations.



Maintaining and sustaining private agricultural lands in Boulder County is challenging enough without adjacent landowners such as the City of Boulder Open Space making agricultural land use economically unsustainable due to hosting prairie dog colonies.



City of Boulder OSMP Department, Open Space Board of Trustees, and Boulder City Council need to implement the following Prairie Dog Management Plan lethal and non-lethal options:



1) In collaboration with the Boulder County Assessor’s Office institute a Boulder County Agricultural Land Property Tax Exemption to financially compensate adjacent private landowners whose property values have been diminished due to overpopulation and migration of Boulder OSMP prairie dog colonies onto adjacent private property.

2) Financially reimburse and (or) cost-share with adjacent private property landowners for prairie dog mitigation expenses due to migration of prairie dogs from OSMP lands.

3) Collaborate with the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS) to re-introduce the endangered black-footed ferret as a natural predator to better manage the overpopulation of prairie dog colonies on Boulder OSMP lands.

4) Prioritize relocating the Boulder OSMP 3517 Nebo Road prairie dog colonies to a more suitable Boulder County location that does not impact and conflict with adjacent private lands used for livestock grazing and agricultural crop production as well as OSMP lands in proximity that are leased for agricultural land use.



Better land use management of Boulder OSMP prairie dog colonies will hopefully reduce the economic impacts to adjacent Boulder County private landowners as well as enhance sustainability of both private agricultural land use and City of Boulder OSMP land leased for agricultural operations and crop production.



Sincerely,



John David Hester

Financial Power of Attorney for Adrienne A. Hester

3505 Nebo Road

Boulder, CO 80302



adrienebo@aol.com

dhester62@earthlink.net

(303) 842-6654: Cell

(303) 987-3832: Home









City of Boulder 
Open Space and Mountain Parks 

Expedited Management Review of Irrigated Fields Occupied by Prairie Dogs: 
Draft Approach and Evaluation of Potential Actions 

Public Comments 
February 3, 2020 

Dear City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks, 

The Hester Family; that is James and Adrienne Hester, have been Boulder County landowners at 
ince 1968 and have seen many land cover, socioeconomic, demographic, and land use 

management changes during the past 50-years. 

Being successful and even profitable in practicing Boulder County agriculture as a landowner is 
dependent on a multitude of factors.  Those factors include not only land-use zoning regulations, but 
also property tax rates, water rights, commodity prices, labor rates, farm equipment expenses, climate, 
land uses of adjacent property owners, land parcel size, and the assistance of neighboring agricultural 
landowners. 

During the 1970’s, the Hester Family and their cattle partner; that is H-P Charolais Associates, owned 
approximately 100-acres in Boulder County for grazing 40-head of beef cattle as part of their 
agricultural land use.  In addition, the Hester Family owned 27-shares of Left Hand Ditch Company 
water for irrigating agricultural land for grazing as well as hay and alfalfa crop production to feed the 
cattle during the winter. 

In the 1980’s, the H-P Charolais partnership was terminated when my Father’s cattle partner passed 
away. Since the 1980’s, the Nebo Road land owned by the Hester Family has been maintained in 
agricultural crop production and cattle ranching through grazing-lease agreements with Boulder County 
ranchers. 

Sustaining Boulder County private land in agricultural land use has become even more challenging as 
both Boulder County and the City of Boulder have acquired adjacent lands for Open Space using bonds 
and taxpayer approved funding. 

Agricultural Conservation Easements and Lease Agreements with Boulder County ranchers have 
assisted in conserving and preserving these lands for irrigated agricultural crop production and cattle 
ranching operations. 

After the September 2013 catastrophic Front Range flooding, the City of Boulder Open Space & 
Mountain Parks; who are an adjacent landowner to the Hester Family 3505 Nebo Road property, were 
very instrumental in providing assistance in dredging and rebuilding the Crocker Ditch irrigation 
network for Left Hand Ditch Company shareholders. 

Even though the City of Boulder Open Space & Mountain Parks were beneficial as an adjacent land-
owner after the 2013 Front Range flooding, they have not been good land stewards for compatible land 
uses adjacent to private property that is still being used for irrigated agricultural crop production and 
cattle ranching operations. 
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Since the start of the 21st Century, the City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks has permitted 
their adjacent Boulder County lands at  to become denuded of vegetation resulting in 
major erosion during windstorms similar to the 1930’s Dust Bowl era. The cause of this agricultural 
landscape change has been the City of Boulder Open Space insistence on allowing their land at 3517 
Nebo Road to transition into an ecosystem for hosting prairie dog colonies and has also resulted in an 
increased risk of losing valuable livestock grazing on these Boulder OSMP leased-lands. 
 
The prairie dog colonies located on the City of Boulder Open Space lands at  have 
migrated into the Hester’s private agricultural lands since the Hester’s sold their 40-
acre hay meadow and adjacent northern land parcel to Boulder OSMP in 2002. 
 
Due to the overpopulation of prairie dogs on Boulder OSMP 3517 Nebo Road land and migration of 
these prairie dogs into our adjacent  agricultural land, the Hester’s have spent $5,467 in 
mitigation expenses since 2015 for our western, southern, and eastern pastures that share a property line 
with Boulder OSMP land.   
 
We are fighting a losing financial battle to keep the existing  prairie dog population in 
check that consistently migrates into our private property from the adjacent Boulder OSMP lands.  Since 
2015, the Hester Family has consistently been losing money overall as our  prairie dog 
mitigation expenses exceed our annual agricultural operations income.   
 
In addition, these prairie dog colonies have also begun migrating into the City of Boulder Open Space 
3517 land parcel’s 40-acre hay meadow which is currently leased to Nebo Road Black Angus Ranch 
(Fred and Jan Stengel). 
 
Prairie dogs migrating into the irrigated 40-acre hay meadow leased to Nebo Road Black Angus Ranch 
will eventually negate any future agricultural hay production and thus eliminate future Boulder OSMP 
Agricultural Lease Agreement payments from Boulder County ranchers as these OSMP lands are no 
longer profitable for agricultural operations. 
 
Maintaining and sustaining private agricultural lands in Boulder County is challenging enough without 
adjacent landowners such as the City of Boulder Open Space making agricultural land use economically 
unsustainable due to hosting prairie dog colonies. 
 
City of Boulder OSMP Department, Open Space Board of Trustees, and Boulder City Council need to 
implement the following Prairie Dog Management Plan lethal and non-lethal options: 
 

1) In collaboration with the Boulder County Assessor’s Office institute a Boulder County 
Agricultural Land Property Tax Exemption to financially compensate adjacent private 
landowners whose property values have been diminished due to overpopulation and migration of 
Boulder OSMP prairie dog colonies onto adjacent private property. 

2) Financially reimburse and (or) cost-share with adjacent private property landowners for prairie 
dog mitigation expenses due to migration of prairie dogs from OSMP lands. 

3) Collaborate with the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS) to re-introduce the endangered 
black-footed ferret as a natural predator to better manage the overpopulation of prairie dog 
colonies on Boulder OSMP lands. 

4) Prioritize relocating the Boulder OSMP 3517 Nebo Road prairie dog colonies to a more suitable 
Boulder County location that does not impact and conflict with adjacent private lands used for 
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livestock grazing and agricultural crop production as well as OSMP lands in proximity that are 
leased for agricultural land use. 

Better land use management of Boulder OSMP prairie dog colonies will hopefully reduce the economic 
impacts to adjacent Boulder County private landowners as well as enhance sustainability of both private 
agricultural land use and City of Boulder OSMP land leased for agricultural operations and crop 
production. 

Sincerely, 

John David Hester 
Financial Power of Attorney for Adrienne A. Hester 
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From: David Hindman
To: OSMP Input
Subject: Prairie dog issues
Date: Tuesday, February 4, 2020 1:35:04 PM

External Sender
My name is Dave Hindman and I live at .  My wife and I own 40 acres on the south

side of Niwot Road, about a quarter mile west of the intersection with 63rd Street (Section 34
NW1/4NE1/4 T2N R70W).  Most of our land is pasture, used for our cows and horses.  The city of
Boulder’s Open Space owns the land directly to the west of us and to the south of us.  Based on the
old farms out here, I refer the area to our west as the Dawson property and that to the south, the
Johnson property.  I have been dealing with the prairie dogs coming in from both these City of
Boulder’s properties for the last 30 years.  After years of work, my pastures are almost free of these
animals, but by spring and another round of babies, I become inundated again.  It’s just a daily
maintenance issue and it goes on year after year!
 
My grandfather and his two brothers used to use this property as pasture for part of their cattle
operation.  This was 70 to 80 years ago.  It was rocky but good ground for pasture. I don’t know
when the prairie dogs first started to come in but where they became established, there is now
nothing but weeds and rocks, the top soil having blown away long ago.  The private property out
here is well cared for and there is a lot of effort to keep the p. dogs out.  However, until this fall, the
City had not done anything about taking care of their property.  Besides the prairie dogs, the wind
and irrigation waters continually bring an array of weeds into my fields from the ill-kept open space.
 
This fall, there was a good effort to remove the prairie dogs from the Johnson property to my south. 
I was impressed with the effort and so worked hard to remove the p.dogs along my south fence line. 
From what I can tell from the OSMP maps, the Johnson property is classified as irrigatable and so the
effort has been made remove the animals.  However, the area to my west, the Dawson property, is
classified as non-irrigatable and so, as best I can tell,  there are no plans to remove them from this

parcel, which stretches from my west fence line to 55th Street.  I’m not a biologist but I can
guarantee that, within two years at most, there will be prairie dogs back on the Johnson property
and they will come from the area west of me.  All the time, money and effort to remove them from
this parcel will be wasted.  If Open Space is serious about eliminating the prairie dogs in this part of
the County, there cannot be these “islands” where the animals are allowed to live, breed and
migrate.
 
Dave Hindman
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From: Paula Shuler
To: OSBT-Web; OSMP Input; Council
Subject: Input - PD Draft Approach & Evaluation
Date: Tuesday, February 4, 2020 3:04:52 PM

External Sender

Council, OSBT & OSMP Staff,

You should know how I feel about prairie dogs on irrigated parcels; I have written many many
times over the last several years.  I value all OSMP lands but especially fertile irrigated pastures,
healthy ecosystems, and wildlife as well a good management and stewardship.  I believe that
irrigated lands are the best opportunity for food, forage and carbon sequestration.  More than
anything, I value our 160 acre private farm, sustainable agriculture and good land ethic - it is our
land, our legacy and our future.  I want to see irrigated agriculture and prairie dogs both thrive on
OSMP lands but in appropriate, separate locations.  

OSMP’s management plans are very clear that the burrowing and foraging of prairie dogs are
incompatible with agricultural production and water management.   OSMP also considers overlap
of irrigated agricultural fields and prairie dog occupation as a conflict.  Yet for the past 15 years,
nothing has been done to manage the prairie dog populations taking over and destroying irrigated
fields.  Parcels that once were beautiful producing hay pastures are now bare ground and the only
thing they produce is more prairie dogs, weed seeds and soil and land destruction. In 2019, the
OSMP Master Plan added the ATT Tier 1 priorities of ‘increasing soil health & resilience’ and
‘address conflicts between agriculture and prairie dogs’ to the long list of plans, strategies and
objectives that are written down on paper by the City of Boulder but are never put into practice. 
Boulder’s emphasis on Climate Commitment weighs in with a commitment to healthy ecosystems
and soil sequestration.  That doesn’t happen on bare ground where the soil has blown away. 
Management of prairie dogs needs to change.  Protection of only the prairie dog has gone on for
far too long.  There is no balance.  Boulder needs appropriate management tools to protect the
irrigated agricultural lands.  OSMP’s agricultural lands should and can be so much healthier and
productive - the City Charter, Boulder’s Climate Commitment and OSMP management plan(s)
objectives can be met with truly effective prairie dog management.

My Input for Draft Approach & Evaluation of Potential Actions:  

Problem Statement: The 'problem statement' in the evaluation is confusing, muddled, too
complicated and not clearly defined.  I read it many times and I don’t understand the intended
message.  Real problem:  High abundance of prairie dogs in irrigated open space agricultural
fields has led to likely soil erosion, impacted the availability of irrigation water, and reduced crop
productivity and the viability of farms and ranches. This, in turn, makes it difficult for the city to
fulfill specific open space agricultural purposes in the Boulder City Charter.  Those purposes
require OSMP to preserve Boulder open space’s “agricultural uses and lands suitable for
agricultural production.”  Additionally the objectives of the BV Comp Plan, the OSMP Master Plan,
AG Plan, Grassland Plan and Boulder’s Climate Commitment are not being met.  Current,
prioritized non-lethal management techniques have proved insufficient and ineffective.  Prairie dog
populations continue to explode unchecked on irrigated parcels and the conflicts between prairie
dogs, viable agricultural operations, tenants, soil health, carbon capture and neighbors continue to
grow.  Prairie dogs are not essential to and are destroying irrigated agricultural parcels.  That’s the
problem.

Management Solutions:  Boulder needs to add lethal control as a management tools and a
straight line of defense for OSMP irrigated agricultural parcels.  We are in this crisis because the
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prioritized non-lethal methods and the six step process (which rarely get to step six) are not
working.  Non lethal methods cannot even begin to scratch the surface of the PD reproduction
rates let alone the tens of thousands of prairie dogs that are already in residence and creating
conflict on irrigated lands.  Policies and ordinances need to be modified/changed to allow lethal
control of prairie dogs by OSMP, either by right or by affirmative defense to fulfill the City Charter,
BV Comp Plan, Boulder’s Climate Commitment and OSMP’s Master Plan, Ag plan and Grassland
Plan.  Additionally, the burrow ordinance needs to be modified/changed to allow burrow
destruction on irrigated parcels.  Organic farmers need management tools.  All of this needs to
happen on the fast track, the expedited expedited approach and not get buried in more
government deliberations.  If ordinance modification/changes require a lengthy process, in the
short term OSMP needs to go straight to step six and lethally control the PDs on irrigated lands,
because it has been proven year after year that the non lethal methods are ineffective.  OSMP
needs to start lethally controlling the prairie dogs on all the irrigated lands while working to change
the ordinances.  The level of removal needs to be 100% on irrigated parcels.  Tenants should be
allowed to use lethal control on their leased properties with guidance from OSMP.  Barriers and
relocation are not the solutions for the scope and scale of this conflict   Boulder County has
developed a successful lethal control program for removing prairie dogs from their No Prairie Dog
(NPD) land designations.  The City of Boulder can learn and follow the County’s lead, not try to re-
invent the wheel and possibly fail.  It would also be a great opportunity for the two agencies to
collaborate and partner on common goals of irrigated parcels being prairie dog free.  

Boulder’s Climate Commitment:  Soils are the basis of life.  They play a key role in absorbing
carbon from the atmosphere and filtering and holding water while supporting biodiversity.  Almost
50% of the irrigated ag parcels in the project area are in decline.  On many irrigated parcels the
soil has blown away and they are bare ground.  Carbon sequestration, a priority for the City of
Boulder & Council does not happen on eroded, desertified bare ground.  For example, Brewbaker
& Stratton are two of those parcels - I have personally watched the soil blow away.  Brewbaker
and Stratton are removal areas per the Grassland Plan but not one prairie dog has been removed,
ever.  Brewbaker & Strattton are full of weeds and prairie dogs - there are thousands and
thousands of prairie dogs on these two parcels.  Nearly $4 million dollars of once beautiful
irrigated land, has been devastated by prairie dog occupation and zero management from the City
of Boulder and that is so very wrong.  A yeoman’s plow and compost are not going to fix this level
of degradation and restoration will not happen quickly.  Healthy ecosystem?  Not here.  Climate
change means that if lands are damaged, there is no guarantee they will return to what they used
to be.  Climate change means Boulder must act quickly and strategically to manage the prairie
dogs, protect the soil, and ecosystems.  From Boulder’s Plan for Climate Commitment: “Soils are
integral to healthy and functioning ecosystems.   As Boulder strives to meet goals related to the
CAP and its broader vision of sustainable ecosystems, soils should be considered in our
planning”.  The IPCC 1.5 report and the National Academies of Sciences report on carbon dioxide
removal (October 2018) both recommend major investment in agriculture as a critical pathway for
sequestering carbon and increasing resilience.  The prairie dogs need to be removed from all
irrigated parcels and restoration and regeneration needs to start now to try and bring these
parcels back to the producing hay fields and fertile soil that existed before the City of Boulder
purchased them.  Land & soil degradation from prairie dogs occupation is happening all over the
project area.  Boulder’s master plan claims: "Using the best available science, we protect healthy
ecosystems and mend those we have impaired.”  It would be wonderful if that statement changed
from ideology and became reality.

Water is Life:  Unleased irrigable land needs to be irrigated.  OSMP has changed the designation
on these properties from 'OSMP Irrigable Land’ to 'OSMP Managed Land’.  Water is a foundation
of healthy soil, regardless of prairie dog occupation.  Carbon sequestration is a key component of
Boulder’s Climate Commitment and OSMP needs to do everything possible to nurture and
enhance the microbial life on all irrigable parcels.  Do not remove the water from irrigable parcels,
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do not stop irrigating these properties and do not change the management designations.

Reality:  OSMP’s PD growth rate figure of 3% is not correct, PD growth is well above that number.
Neighbors of OSMP irrigated ag parcels throughout Boulder County are forced to spend time and
money mitigating OSMP prairie dogs that migrate to their private property.  No private property
owner in Boulder County wants prairie dogs.  I collected information from several neighbors, and
they are all killing prairie dogs in significant numbers.  If all the neighbors of OSMP irrigated lands
with PDs weighed in on their mitigation numbers, I would estimate that over 10,000 prairie dogs
are being mitigated per year.  Bottom line, your neighbors are controlling huge numbers of OSMP
PDs through whatever method of lethal control they choose.  The negative affects to private
property and neighbors needs to be part of the information and conversation presented to the
public.  

There will always be prairie dogs:  Prairie dogs will remain abundant on the City of Boulder’s GPs,
MOAs and PCAs designated for prairie dog protection.  Tens of thousands of PDs, over 2000
acres of PDs will not be touched by the proposed lethal control and will remain in the northern
project area.  Birds of prey & predators will not suffer.  Additional prairie dogs will remain
protected on Table Mountain (Dept of Commerce) and on BCOS protected habitats.   This is
about balance and protecting irrigated lands.  Prairie dogs need to be removed from irrigated
lands so that the City Charter, BV Comp Plan, Master Plan, Ag Plan and Grassland Plan &
Climate Commitment objectives and goals for agriculture can be met.  

Fragmented Colonies:  It is unrealistic to talk about the historic range of the prairie dog anymore
because that range no longer exists.  We humans have developed Colorado’s front range and
prairie dogs must live mostly in static, fragmented colonies.  Fragmented prairie dog colonies do
not create or sustain healthy ecosystems.  For example, “prairie dogs may have very different
ecosystem impacts when they are living within a landscape matrix of urban development and
fragmented grassland remnants, and have their movements restricted. Prairie dog colony
densities are higher in more urbanized areas ( Johnson and Collinge 2004), which could increase
grazer densities, alter resource competition within colonies, and ultimately transform plant
community compositions. When examining the effects of prairie dogs on vegetation in an urban
landscape outside Denver, Colorado, USA, Magle and Crooks (2008) observed an increase in
bare soil and forb cover on colonies, similar to results found in previous work conducted in more
natural areas.”  The OSMP irrigated parcel next to our farm is bare ground and weeds.  If healthy
ecosystems are truly the goal, prairie dog populations must be managed and removed from
agricultural parcels. 

It only makes sense:  The project area should be expanded to include Belgrove & McKenzie. 
Belgrove is an irrigable parcel with high density PD occupation just across Jay Road from the
project area.  It is only logical that it be included in the project area so that prairie dogs don’t
continually re-infest the project area and so that another irrigable parcel can be restored and put
back into ag production.  McKenzie is across the diagonal and has neighbor and tenant issues
because of the PD occupation that can be addressed if this parcel is included in the project area. 
It makes sense to include these two parcels in the project area.

Housekeeping:  The next survey for public input could be improved by being simpler, shorter and
to the point.  The on-line survey for the 58 pages evaluations of actions was an uneccesarily
layered and complicated document.  I almost gave up halfway through.  The way the questions
are posed should be so much simpler, more straight forward.  How many members of the public
do you actually think read the 58 pages of evaluations??  Not too many but I read it 4 times. 
Granted, I am not the smartest person and I have a pretty good understanding of the complexities
of this issue.  The evaluation document was completely muddled and confused the real issue of
prairie dogs on irrigated ag and the survey had way too many layers.  58 pages?  Was it
necessary to repeat so many things?  Take out the options that don’t work.  Evaluate the options
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that can work and provide a real solution.  It would be great if OSMP would consider putting the
different management options and solutions in a chart(s)?  (Not like the “ charts” in the 58 pg
document).  A side by side comparison chart - charts for the different categories of options. To
me, this would be a much better way to see the overall options, rather than flipping through pages
and pages and re-reading the same words repeated over and over again.  

Irrigated agriculture and prairie dogs can both thrive on OSMP lands but in separate, appropriate
locations.  Where there are water rights, there should not be prairie dogs.  Boulder has a chance
to make things better on so many levels. It is my hope that real, appropriate management and
stewardship solutions to address the critical conflicts with prairie dog occupation on irrigated
parcels can come out of this process in an expedited expedited fashion.  Irrigated lands, healthy
ecosystems and soil, sustainable agriculture for future generations, tenants and neighbors are
depending on it.  It’s time to protect & HEAL Boulder’s agricultural lands.

Best Regards,
Paula Shuler
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From: Ruth Wright
To: Council; OSMP Input; OSBT-Web
Subject: Prairie Dogs
Date: Tuesday, February 4, 2020 3:24:53 PM

External Sender
Dear Members of the Boulder City Council and Members of the Open
Space Board of Trustees,
 
The issue of overpopulation of prairie dogs on our open space is a
difficult and emotional issue. They are an important specie in the eco
system and very appealing. But when their population grows
exponentially they can become “pests”, like the rabbits in Australia..
 
The only point that I want to make is that the City Council and the
Administration have the fiduciary duty to protect our open space lands
from degradation –and you are not complying with your duty if you
continue to let the lands be degraded.  Most of it has been purchased
(some in fee, most in conservation easements), using tax dollars and is
governed by the City Charter, adopted by the citizens. 

The precious natural areas, of course, must be protected like the jewels
that they are –- not as recipients of prairie dogs to relieve degraded
agricultural lands or foreign prairie dogs received from developers.
 
The agricultural open space lands in the Boulder Valley were purchased
to fulfill the purposes set out in the City charter, and before that in the
1973 City Ordinance No 3940, including urban shaping, limiting urban
sprawl and preservation of agriculture.  Here is where the contractual
relationship between the City and the farmers/rancher comes in. It is
definitely a “quid pro quo:  the City provides quality land and the
lessees promise to take good care of it while using it for agricultural
production. That quality land is rapidly deteriorating to the point where
the farmers cannot farm and are dropping their leases .That also means
that open space ag lands are not providing income to the City, and
actually become a huge cost to restore.  It is a lose-lose situation that
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Council must resolve soon

As I have often said, my favorite open space location is at the top of
Davidson Mesa, looking down at a green, untrammeled, undeveloped
valley, with Boulder nestled against the mountain backdrop, and the
Rocky Mountains in the distance.  Will we lose that inspirational view?
Will that valley turn gray ?  Will Boulder’s best idea of 50 years ago
not even last another ten?

Sincerely, and best wishes,

Ruth Wright
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From: Dan Moorer
To: Council
Subject: Homeowner Daniel Moorer comment on City of Boulder OSMP prairie dog policies
Date: Tuesday, February 4, 2020 3:48:46 PM

External Sender
To Boulder City Council Members.

     I’m writing today to comment on the upcoming decision on lethal control of prairie
dogs on City of Boulder OSMP lands.  My comments are in addition to those of my
wife, Elizabeth Potter, who submitted her comments earlier today.  My intent is not to
restate her position, only to describe and elucidate some of the points raised in her
letter.

     As she said, we purchased land along Niwot Road in January 2017.  We were
dismayed to discover that in order to repair the land and return it to its potential with
native grasses, we would have to somehow control the prairie dogs that had
overpopulated it.

 Our problem is one that is commonly known nowadays; that is when any species
(or system) is allowed to operate without controls, there is the possibility of the
system getting out of balance.  In the system under consideration (prairie dogs in
Boulder City and County), there do not seem to be an appropriate number of controls
(predators).  Given that, the numbers associated with overpopulation do not seem to
be growing linearly; instead, they seem to grow exponentially.

 Our land borders the City’s Axelson Open Space.  Exponential growth was evident
on our agricultural land: acres upon acres of prairie dogs (a professional estimated
2,500 on 34 acres) with the areas surrounding each colony (we counted 10)
completely denuded of vegetation for hundreds of feet in all directions.  Noxious
weeds dominated those areas not denuded.  We could not walk across our land
without the danger of injuring ourselves by stepping into a prairie dog hole.  We
described our new land purchase to our friends and family as a “moonscape”.

 Before implementing measures to control the population on our land, we fully
understood that prairie dogs are a keystone species.  We have heard some proclaim
that these animals are good for the land.  Perhaps this is so when appropriate
populations of predators control their numbers.  In our case, the incredible prairie-dog
density that exists next door in Axelson Open Space had simply expanded to include
our land.  We discovered from our neighbors that we were not alone: all along Niwot
Road, where farmland borders City Open space, the open space is overrun and
farmers are expending considerable time and exorbitant funds to control the situation.

 Our other discovery was that, when we were forced to control our prairie-dog
population, the native grasses returned!  Denuded areas all along our border with
Niwot Road bloomed again.  Native grass seeds now found a way to germinate and
grow to maturity without being eaten.  It was a pleasant surprise.
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 I would support the council strongly considering allowing the use of legal means to
control what seems to be exponential growth until it shrinks to a point where the
numbers are then manageable by non-lethal means.

 Thank you for listening to our story and for your service on our council.

Sincerely,

Daniel Moorer
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From: Chris Brown
To: OSMP Input; OSBT-Web; Council
Subject: PRAIRIE DOG CONUNDRUM
Date: Tuesday, February 4, 2020 4:55:27 PM

External Sender

CHRIS BROWN PHOTOGRAPHY

Dear Boulder City Council, Boulder OS&MP & OSBT:

RE: The great prairie dog conundrum: overpopulation, destruction of land and crops, lethal control.

I have been watching prairie dogs in Boulder for 20, 30, 40+ years, and a couple of things seem to me self evident
truths:

1: After millions of dollars of taxpayer money spent trying to control PD overpopulation and migration, and millions
of dollars in damages to private landowners, farmers and City infrastructure, it is clear we are loosing this battle. 
Whatever we are trying to accomplish with prairie dogs is clearly not happening. Time to stop digging this hole,
don't you think?

2: People have caused this problem, in multiple ways. First, the westward expansion and settlement has occupied
and destroyed prairie dog habitat.  The historic balance of nature has been upset, not just predator–rodent
relationships. There is simply not enough land for both prairie dogs and people in this county. Abetting this, human
agriculture has provided a 24-hour salad bar for the prairie dogs, and they have taken advantage of this to reproduce
spectacularly. The pressures of human activities have reduced the predator population, which has augmented this
exploding PD population.

The result is that prairie dog populations are exceeding the carrying capacity of the lands available in this valley.
And of course humans are approaching that point too. One of us has to leave.  Guess who?
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Unless the City and its reluctant farmers are prepared to fund an eternal Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program
(SNAP) something drastic has to occur. Guess what?

Lethal control.

The current situation is not sustainable. We, the people, have created this problem, and it is for us to find a solution,
and it is not going to be easy or pleasant. It's time to stop kicking the can down the road, and act soon and
decisively. There is no immediate happy ending to this situation. We should be smart enough to realize it is time to
quit doing the same thing over and over, expecting a different outcome. That will drive us all crazy, if we aren't
already.

All of you reading this are responsible to make difficult decisions. You and I both know that lethal control is
inevitable, and I applaud your bravery in finally allowing this into the discussion. Nobody likes killing things, but
more killing now means less killing, and a better life later.

Be brave, be courageous, fix it now. No more procrastination: lethal control now.

In respect, and sympathy,

Christopher Brown

Boulder
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From: Denise Pinkard
To: OSMP Input
Subject: Prairie Dogs
Date: Tuesday, February 4, 2020 5:29:36 PM

External Sender

Hello,

First want to say thank you for listening. I am genuinely grateful to have an avenue to speak and share my
story and concerns. I do also want to say, it is not my intent to be offensive in any way in my
communications. That being said, please understand I feel the need to be very direct now. My hope it that
my story will not fall of deaf ears this time. For years now, I have spoken at City of Boulder meetings,
written letters and emails, called the offices, requested site visits to our property etc. I am exasperated and at
this point don’t feel I have any “soft approach” left. I am simply going to say what I think without holding
back and hope I do not offend anyone.

I am concerned (have been for a number of years) about City of Boulder Prairie Dog Management Plan
(specifically the lack of management). I am hoping that the City, this time around, will now finally actually
hear what it’s property owners and farmers, ranchers, and residents have to say. Those of us whom are
living with the problem on our properties caused by the extreme overpopulation of prairie dogs. Listen to us
too, those who are NOT prairie dog advocates (in past that is all that seemed to be important to the City of
Boulder).

Who I am:  I am a rancher/farmer/resident on 30 acres in Boulder County next to 60 acres of City of
Boulder Open Space property (Oasis) Longmont. That open space is overrun with PD’s - has been for years.
I have been living this nightmare of trying to control them, for more than 25 yrs. I also need to clarify; I am
an animal lover. I do not hate animals nor prairie dogs. I have a degree in veterinary science. I am a wildlife
and animal lover. I have horses, raise and train Labrador Retrievers as guide dogs for the blind (volunteer),
have pet dogs, birdwatch, as well as photograph and enjoy our vast wildlife in Colorado. I love and animals
and nature immensely!

I am however very concerned about the overpopulation of PD’s in Boulder County. It seems the City of
Boulder has had a total lack of interest or concern for its’ open space neighbors (whom have private land
that is being taken over by city prairie dogs). I am concerned how long we have let go dealing with this
issue. Concerned about the current poor state of condition for so many properties in Open Space program.
Concerned about the cost and time it will take to restore lands (if even possible), to restore farming and
ranching occupations when leases have been abandoned, and restore lands which have become bare lands
and longer contribute to the scenic beauty of our area.

For so long, City of Boulder has just listened to the advocates, and not those who have to deal with the
problems that the City Prairie Dogs Management Program has caused.  For 25 yrs. I’ve been here, we have
had prairie dogs neighboring 2 property lines, one on north, and other on south. City of Boulder Open Space
(Oasis property) is north one. The property owners prior to me, also farmed/ranched for more than 25 yrs.
They produced Hay (same exact fields) and also grazed Angus cattle. I’ve been fighting this problem of
pushing back on prairie dogs trying to take over our land since we came in 1995. We have built barrier
fences, hot wire fences, killed prairie dogs, filled holes, flooded holes, and anything else we thought may
work. The neighboring City of Boulder prairie dogs have 60 aces to live on. It is primarily barren land w/
prairie dogs. All weeds. native grass gone. All food sources used up. The PD’s are overpopulated, and
continue to expand to all of the adjacent neighbors’ properties, especially my hayfield. I have ~ 15 acres of
irrigated grass hay field just across the fence line.  I have lost approximately 1/3 of my hay production over
the years. My long-term hay contract farmer will back that up. I actively fight back with lethal control and
filling holes about 4-5 times a year, only to be repopulated again. I maintain a dept of agriculture license to
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purchase lethal control methods. I spend an inordinate amount of time, money, risk my personal health, and
still cannot win. It's only gotten worse. More time and money spent each year, and more and more prairie
dogs on my property.  Last year there were over 100 PD holes in my north pasture next to city land.  Every
year, the situation worse and I fear it is a battle I am losing. It’s impossible situation as the Oasis parcel is
fragmented property that cannot handle the population of prairie dogs unless all the PD’s are removed on
city property, they will continue to breed and expand and given no food, travel to neighbor’s property to
find food and build new coiteries. I pray the City will finally listen now finally and act swiftly. I have only
two resources left. Either sell and give problem to someone else, or sue. I don’t want to do either but
something must change.

But, it’s not just about me… I am also equally concerned at another level. Our ranching and farming of
Boulder’s historical agricultural lands is ending in so many places. Primarily because these lands are
becoming desolate dirt landscapes. Damaged soils over a period of time can no longer can support grazing
of livestock or farming. In addition to the ecosystem losses, there are visual and recreational impacts, as
well as direct impact on climate change caused by the loss of viable plants and grasses. 

I’m concerned for my fellow farmers and ranchers on private properties. I want to see the city restore its
relationship’s with private landowners whom have been dealing with problem for so long. The situation is
now being called a crisis now. Why wait until it's so far out of control? So many more prairie dogs to kill
now subjecting them to this, all because it wasn’t managed property from the start?  The problem is there is
no balance or control or co-existence possible in areas as colonies live on fragmented pieces of land (unlike
colonies in vast plains). Yes, prairie dogs too are part of our ecosystems and I recognize their value. I am a
huge animal and wildlife lover, but as with everything in life we need balance. We have no balance due to
restrictive policies and things have gotten out of control.

Policy change needs to happen now so that our lands can be restored and agriculture can survive. This will
not happen until polices are changed to allow lethal control and extensive management for staff to deal with
immense problem that has been created.  This is extremely important to act on now. We need management.
We will always have prairie dogs in Boulder County, but balance must be restored. 

Sincerely,

Denise Pinkard
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From: roxanne perkins
To: OSMP Input
Subject: prairie dogs on Boulder Valley Ranch
Date: Tuesday, February 4, 2020 5:32:47 PM

External Sender
I love Boulder Valley Ranch!!!  I have boarded horses there for 30 years in June.  The
change that i have seen is heartbreaking.  What used to be lush pasture land is now
barren waste land.  It obviously didn't happen overnight and we all kept thinking ok,
this is the year that they will control the prairie dogs. I just wonder who's idea it was to
destroy this land?  We need to understand why!  Stewards of the land?  I don't think
so. 
I keep hoping for reasonable people to fix this.  Please listen to the ranchers who
understand and truly love Boulder Valley Ranch and all the agriculture properties in
this beautiful valley. 
Thank you and good luck in fixing this huge problem. 

Roxanne Perkins 
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From: Pam Wanek
To: OSMP Input
Subject: Response to Expedited Review of Prairie dogs
Date: Tuesday, February 4, 2020 5:46:26 PM
Attachments: Wanek Evaluation as of 2.2.2020.pdf

External Sender
Attached please find my comments to Expedited Review of Prairie Dogs on OSMP lands

Thank you

Pam Wanek
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February 4, 2020 


RE: Specific Comments in Response to OSMP Statements in the Expedited    Management Review 


of Irrigated Fields Occupied by Prairie Dogs as of 8 January 2020 


Submitted by: Pam Wanek 


It is concerning that from a time period of May 2019 through 8 January 2020, less than 9 months,  
that the city is considering immediate removal of approximately 1000 occupied acres of prairie dogs 
on irrigable agricultural land.  According to the city’s Expedited Review, it is estimated that on 
average, 30 prairie dogs per acre exist on irrigable lands that are in conflict; this equates to about 
30,000 prairie dogs.   
 
This situation is an unusually large and difficult problem that will require additional information and 
research prior to committing to any of the alternative actions presented in this original document. 
Staff evaluations must not only address the immediate conflict areas but how these pieces interplay 
with other properties within the landscape. The loss of 30,000 prairie dogs is significant for any 
ecosystem and is surely to present large environmental impacts to the wildlife community.  
 
The Expedited Review does not adequately address the required prerequisites to make informed 
decisions. Instead, staff has provided general ideas that could be applied to any one property. The 
fear here is that the problem is so big that giving the attention to detail that would potentially 
present the Best Management Practices (BMPs) may be overlooked due to the inability of staff to 
effectively help implement unique protocols to each site. The idea of just giving up and 
exterminating the majority of the prairie dogs for example may see like a quick fix to make the 
problem go away but quick fixes rarely resolve problems in the long-term.    
 
Adding confusion to the Expedited Review is that the backbone of solutions offered by the city’s 
own Prairie Dog Working Group (PDWG) are being “nixed” as a different “track” away from the 
problems presented. The city, staff and board members have spent numerous hours reviewing 
reports, documents and working out different ideas in cooperation with diverse stakeholders to 
support the following outcomes (see pg. 58 of Expedited Review): 


 Non-lethal control options are considered first before lethal control 


 To produce economic models that compare the values of occupied prairie dog lands versus 
agricultural use 


 Consider cost forgiveness to compensate tenet farmers and ranchers 


 Reimbursement to private landowners for negative impacts to resulting from prairie dog 
occupied areas 


 Pilot the PDWG economic considerations 
 
The idea of re-categorizing leased irrigated lands into a different land-use category altogether as an 
“affirmative defense” is also problematic.  This category is reserved for civic services (airports, dams, 
and research) and for the destruction of burrows under 6-1-12 B.R.C. 1981. Agricultural is not a 
civic service and therefore, should not be re-categorized as an “affirmative defense.” 
 
Other specific comments are as follows: 
 
1. The Expedited Plan states that OSMP was directed to evaluate at least 6 items (pg 1): 
     1. ecological conditions of the land 
     2. soil health 
     3. healthy agricultural uses 
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     4. wildlife health 
     5. other conditions 
     6. new land management tools including key-lining, soil amendments, lethal   
         control and other measures to achieve charter open space goals.  
 
Comment: Most of the above factors are addressed in broad terms but not one example of a 
property situation is presented using these guidelines. How will the city evaluate each property in 
question? How will decisions be made on that subject property? Or does the city intend to apply one 
set of generalized areas to all properties even though each property may have vast differences? As 
presented in this Expedited Review, there is not enough information to provide decision-makers 
with the necessary information to move forward with prairie dog removal on any property in 
question. 
 
2. Charter goals - Under factors to consider (page 1): The following statement is made: 
“The degree to which the action would allow OSMP to more fully meet charter goals.”  
 
This statement implies, that moving forward with lethal/removal control on irrigable agricultural 
lands is allowable as a charter goal but Section 176 (d) of the Charter states: “Preservation of 
agricultural uses and land suitable for agricultural production.” What the Charter does not say 
is that 100% of irrigated agriculture are to be used for only agricultural uses without prairie dog 
occupancy.  It appears that the city has some flexibility here.   
 
If the issue is water rights, then it would seem more relevant to include some legal language whereby 
adherence must respected to protect water rights; this would provide a better understanding of the 
situation and better transparency.  
 
On page 4 it states that “Over the past 50 years, the city’s history of open space acquisition 
and management practices have demonstrated that there is on-going support for integrating 
both agriculture and prairie dogs into open space delivery.” 
 
This statement implies a harmonious partnership with diverse open space uses, but if there is now a 
problem with 30,000 prairie dogs, it seems that relationship is fractured and probably has been for 
quite some time.   
 
3.  Unclear why staff is only permitting for relocation on 40 acres - Referencing pages 2, 3, 25 
Table A-8 
 


 6,641 acres of OSMP lands are leased irrigable lands and OSMP supports these lands remain 
in acceptable condition 


 5,300 acres of OSMP lands are designated for prairie dogs to live in protected status 


 800 to 3,137 acres equals the desired target range of lands to be occupied by prairie dogs 


 2039 acres are presently occupied by prairie dogs. 


 280 irrigable lands managed by OSMP removed from production due to prairie dog 
occupancy, 690 acres if irrigable lands leased by tenants.  Approximately 970 acres are in 
conflict.  


 
Evaluation: 


 5300 - 2039= 3,261 acres of land that could be occupied by prairie dogs but are not, why?  
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This report should clearly state that 3,261 acres are available for translocation and at 
current staffing levels, the maximum capacity is 40 acres.   


 
4. Economic and environmental considerations - After reviewing various control scenarios 


versus lessee income it is apparent that there is not enough information to make a decision that is 


both financially and environmentally relevant. Based upon the data provided, only the following 


calculations could be made: 


 


Lessee income: 
1000 x $12000 = 12,000,000 (vegetables) 
1000 x $152 =$152,000 (grass hay production) 
1000 x $70 = $470,000 (alfalfa production) 
1000 x $6.70 - $8.85 = $ 6,700 to $8,850 (grazing) 
 
Average = 12,000,000 + 152,000 + 470,000 + 8,850=12,630,850/4 = $315,771 average 
value of income received from 1000 leased irrigable acres. Or $316 per acre. Excludes 
costs for re-establishing soils and plants and/or fencing out prairie dogs.  
 
Costs to remove prairie dogs: 
1000 x ($3,000 to $4,000) = 3 to 4 million dollars (active relocation) 
1000 x ($1,250) = $1,250,000 (passive relocation) 
1000 x ($4000) = $4,000,000 (Carbon dioxide donation) 
1000 x ($65) = $65,000 (carbon monoxide cartridges) 
1000 x ($221) = $221,000 (PERC carbon monoxide) 
1000 x ($4,400) = $4,400,000 (donate to ferret recovery) 
 
Average cost = 4,000,000 +1,250,000 + 4,000,000 + 65,000 + 221,000 + 
4,400,000=13,936,000/6= $232,266 average cost to remove prairie dogs from 1000 acres 
or $232 per acre or $8 dollars per prairie dog (30 animals).  These costs do not include 
modifications to keep prairie dogs out of removal areas or to restore lands back into 
agricultural production (depending on the crop).  
 
As we can see, an $8 cost to remove one prairie dog is just as unrealistic as it is to believe 
that each irrigable acre produces income at $316 per acre! What are the economic 
impacts? 


 


5. Not implementing plague vaccine SPV (Sylvatic Plague Vaccine); as a method to remove 


prairie dogs - Plague (Yersinia pestis) is an exotic disease that rapidly kills any animal that does not 


have immunity to the disease.  As prairie dogs do not have immunity, plague can quickly move 


through a colony and kill prairie dogs within a short period of time. Plague is so decimating to 


prairie dog colonies that it has been considered as a primary reason for listing under the Endangered 


Species Act.   


 


While we cannot assess how prairie dogs feel pain, we do know that plague is painful to humans and 


is therefore likely to be painful to prairie dogs. Using plague as a cost saving management tool to 


intentionally allow prairie dogs to succumb is an inhumane practice.  


 


SPV is only in an experimental stage and should not be relied upon as the only method to protect 
colonies. According to Colorado Parks and Wildlife, both SPV and dusting burrows with 
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Deltamethrin should be used as an integrated plan to protect prairie dog colonies. Burrow Dusting or 
Oral Vaccination Prevents Plague-Associated Prairie Dog Colony Collapse. Daniel W. Tripp, Tonie E. Rocke, 
Jonathan P. Runge, Rachel C. Abbott,and Michael W. Miller, EcoHealth 2017 


 
6. Gas Cartridges - remove that prairie dogs are trapped and killed (second paragraph).  Prairie 
dogs are fumigated in the ground and not handled.  
 
7. Consult and share information with experts and agencies - 
 
This section provides information about the behavior and biology of prairie dogs, their role in 
vegetation management, their importance in carbon sequestration and the fate of prairie dogs as they 
adjust to climate change.  
 
The behavior and biology of prairie dogs has been extensively studied and probably the most 
comprehensive results about these characteristics can be found in two books authored by Dr. John 
Hoogland: Conservation of the Black-tailed Prairie Dog: Saving North America’s Western Grasslands (2006) 
and The Black-tailed Prairie Dog, Social Life of a Burrowing Mammal (1995).  
 
Some key points about prairie dogs: 
 


 are not migratory, they disperse singly, generally to another coterie within the birth colony 
and rarely, in search of another colony. 


 they are a prey species that enjoys safety in numbers, sometimes at high costs such as a lack 
of forage and breeding mates. 


 they live in highly territorial matriarchal harams comprised of close family units called 
coteries; coteries do not blend with each other. 


 colonies can be viewed as stable, a colony that has occupied an area for a long period of time 
wherein expansion is limited or unstable, a colony where expansion is unlimited.  


 stabilized colonies can remain in the exact area, with little variation in burrow density, for 
decades. Stationary colonies provide a predictable food source and homes for other wildlife 
species.  


 
Understand colony structure, burrows and tunneling is equally important.  In Hygnstrom, S. (2002): 
Prairie Dogs and the Prairie Ecosystem Scott E. Hygnstrom University of Nebraska-Lincoln, shygnstrom1@unl.edu 
 


 colonies of black-tailed prairie dog have between 10 to 100 burrow entrances per acre. 


 burrow tunnels are usually 6 to 15 feet deep and 15 to 30 feet long. 


 burrow mounds serve as lookout stations, prevent water from entering their tunnels, and 
promote passive ventilation of the burrows.  


 burrowing can be beneficial to the soil as it results in the mixing of soil types, incorporation 
of organic matter, increased soil aeration, and decreased compaction.  


 


Regarding vegetation, for more intact prairies, vegetation on prairie dog towns is more diverse 


compared to offsite towns. Also, considering this very important fact is that prairie dogs do not 


move, they like to remain in the exact same area for decades if not centuries. It is their persistence in 


one area that alters plant composition from a monoculture of grasses to a diversity of grasses, shrubs 


and forbs that are resistant or resilient to prolonged grazing pressures. Over the last 150 years, 


agricultural practices intentionally sprayed herbicides or plowed under many forbs across rangelands 
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to protect livestock from being potentially poisoned by the consumption of unknown plants. Today, 


as prairie dogs occupy historical ranges, and grasses are clipped, the remaining forbs are generally 


introduced Eurasian weeds that can severely inhibit the functional diversity of native flora needed on 


occupied prairie dog sites.  


Studies on the effects of vegetation consumption by black-tailed prairie dogs on mixed-grass prairie 
indicated that within two years of colonization, mixed grasses were almost reduced by 50 percent.  
As grass cover decreased, forbs increased until they were almost equal to the previous cover of 
grasses (Detling, 2006). There are distinct zones in prairie dog occupied sites where the core of a 
colony that has been occupied the longest is predominately forbs, annuals and shrubs and in 
transition zones (newly colonized areas) plants are a mixture of forbs and perennial grasses. 
(Slobodchikoff et al., 2009).  
 
Research into native plants that resist or are resilient to prairie dog grazing has gained attention as a 
potential strategy to combat nonnative plants and to control erosion from blowing soil. Plants that 
have a disagreeable taste (milkweeds, snakeweed); a strong odor (fetid marigold, cleomes, sage, 
rabbitbrush, penny royal); are prickly (rosa spp., prickly poppy, purple three-awn); have an 
abundance of hairs (blazing star, golden rod, aster, vervain); are prostrate (bracted vervain, woolly 
plaintain, buffalo grass) or are sticky or gummy (gumweed, bee plant) appear to be strongholds on 
active prairie dog sites (Vickery 2015).  Plants observed on prairie dog sites such as: asters, 
geraniums, flax, mallows, penstemon, yarrow, primrose, rose, milkweeds, lupine, sage, verbenas, 
succulents, dwarf shrubs and shortgrasses (blue grama and buffalo grass) are good candidates for 
reintroduction into denuded or degraded prairie dog sites. Native plants are valuable commodities 
and some communities have expanded local seed banks to address limited commercial seed 
availability (Jones, T & Wanek, P. 2019).  
 
Creation of windbreaks may also help control erosion and blowing soils. Windbreaks have at least 
three benefits; to direct wind away from fragile soils, capturing moisture and as living fences that can 
help to exclude prairie dogs from conflict areas. Having personal experience with windbreaks, 
especially in very dry areas, the following plants appear to have to provide the best resistance to 
dramatic temperature extremes and low pest problems: tall rabbitbrush (Chrysothamnus nauseosus), 
three-leaf sumac (Rhus trilobata), New Mexican Privet (Forestiera neomexicana), and Rocky 
Mountain juniper (Juniperus scopulorum).  Two good sources for implementing and maintaining 
windbreaks can be found at either the local CSU Cooperative Extensive Services and the following 
document: 
https://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_PLANTMATERIALS/publications/idpmstn10797.pdf 
 
Other methods to control prairie dog movements is to relax grazing on mixed height grasses and to 
potentially add taller native forbs into these grasses to extend seasonal effectiveness.  
 
Sources:  
 
Detling, J.K, & Whicker, A.D. (1987) Do Prairie Dogs Compete with Livestock? In J. Hoogland (Ed.), 
Conservation of the Black-tailed Prairie Dog: Saving North America’s Western Grasslands (65-88). 
Washington, D.C.: Island Press 
 
Jones, T. & Wanek P. (2019). Creating Prairie Dog Management Plans: A guide for Local Governments and 
Stakeholders. Part 1: Background and Context. Denver, CO: WildEarth Guardians and the Prairie Dog 
Coalition of the Humane Society of the United States. 
 



https://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_PLANTMATERIALS/publications/idpmstn10797.pdf
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Slobodchikoff, C.N., Perla, B.S., & Verdolin, J.L. (2009) Prairie Dogs: Communication and Community in 
an Animal Society. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press 
 
Vickery, J. (2015). Vegetation Management in Urban-to-Exurban Prairie Dog Colonies: Context, Issues and 
Native Plant “Survivors.” Conference poster. High Altitude Revegetation Conference. Central Rockies 
Chapter of the Society for Ecological Restoration and the HAR Committee. March 10-12, 2015, Ft. 
Collins, CO 
 
Carbon sequestration - 
The Conservation Reserve Program (CRP) states that one of the most powerful ways to encourage 
carbon sequestration is to plant perennial grasses and forbs and to reduce tillage and harvest as these 
later activities release carbon back into the air either through plant depletion or the release of fossil 
fuels, please see: https://www.fdcenterprises.com/native-grasses-and-forbs-for-carbon-
sequestration/ 
 
Carbon sequestration also has economic incentives through carbon exchange credits. Ranchers and 


farmers may be more motivated to change their practices if other sources of revenue are available. 


The “cap and trade” policies have limited how much pollution industries can release into the air and 


many big industries are buying carbon credits to offset pollution. Carbon credits are traded on the 


Chicago Climate Exchange where in the first nine months of 2008, more than 60 million credits 


were traded on the exchange. https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/carbon-cowboys/ 


While the exact role of prairie dogs in carbon sequestration is limited, only due to lack of research, it 
is inconclusive that they are exacerbating an already difficult problem on degraded agricultural lands. 
In multiple studies, arthropod communities were higher on occupied prairie dog sites compared to 
offsite colonies.  Arthropods are important for carbon sequestration due to their ability to reduce 
below ground compaction and increasing airflow. 
 
One of the most compelling documents to encourage a change in how we have historically used 
agricultural is found in a document entitled “Restoring Atmospheric Carbon Dioxide to Pre-Industrial Levels: 
Re-Establishing the Evolutionary Grassland-Grazer Relationship.” This document approaches carbon 
sequestration as a holistic approach within natural environments.  
 
Key points: 
 


 The quantity of carbon contained in soils is directly related to the diversity and health of soil 
biota. Since virtually all organic carbon sequestered in soils is extracted from the atmosphere 
by photosynthetic organisms, and converted to complex molecules by bacteria and fungi in 
synergy with insects and animals, we propose an effective and sustainable method for 
increasing soil organic carbon by restoring degraded and desertified grasslands worldwide. 


 


 Plants in a healthy biodiverse soil will release much of their photosynthetic sugar (perhaps 
40%) to symbiotic mycorrhizal fungi. In return the fungal mycelia distribute energy in the 
form of sugars to microbial communities deep in the soil, which find and extract minerals 
for the plant. The mycelia are also active in finding water in pores inaccessible to plant roots. 
This mycorrhizal system also produces a carbon-rich glycoprotein called glomalin, which 
comprises a large percentage of organic matter in healthy soils. They are sticky substances 
that can bind soil particles together, providing air spaces and structure for the movement of 
water and soil organisms and holding many times their own weight in water. 


 



https://www.fdcenterprises.com/native-grasses-and-forbs-for-carbon-sequestration/

https://www.fdcenterprises.com/native-grasses-and-forbs-for-carbon-sequestration/

https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/carbon-cowboys/
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 Synergy is at the heart of effective eco-restoration. To restore grasslands as healthy 
ecosystems and effective carbon sinks, we must re-establish the evolutionary relationships 
between grazing animals and their habitats. 


 


 Over a period of as few as three years, many long-disabled processes come back to life. 
Insects such as dung beetles retrieve excreta and store it more than 18 inches beneath the 
surface. Worms and small mammals such as moles and prairie dogs churn the soil, while 
deep-rooted perennial grasses regrow and create channels for water and gases. Mycorrhizal 
fungi, transport nutrients which they have the unique ability to obtain from soil minerals, 
and exchange them for carbohydrates from photosynthetic plants. The fungi synthesize a 
stable glycoprotein, glomalin, which holds 4 to 20 times its weight in water. Micro-organisms 
join the elaborate fray, accessing minerals that they supply to fungi which in turn supply 
them to the green plants, and in the process create complex carbon molecules that store 
carbon deep in the soils for a long period of time. This is the embodiment of carbon 
sequestration. 
 


 the Keyline system, is an approach to sub-soil contour plowing that can rapidly increase the 
depths at which soil biota are active. From a whole-system perspective, however, this 
technology is only a proxy for the essential impact of burrowing mammals, many of which 
have been eliminated as a result of modern agricultural and rangeland practice. Burrowing 
mammals and their predators must be considered within the context of holistic planning. 
The digging and churning activities of these animals enable the capture of far more rainwater 
on capped soils, and begin eco-restoration in areas where it is difficult to bring livestock on a 
regular basis. Prairie dogs and moles were once numerous in North America when our soils 
were much deeper. They may well be critical to the hydrology and to the reduction of 
wildfires in a warming climate. 
 


 Prairie dog dens are dug as deep as 3 to 4 meters, making pathways easier for all the other 
soil biota from worms and beetles to fungal mycelia seeking minerals. 
 
Source: Restoring Atmospheric Carbon Dioxide to Pre-Industrial Levels: Re-Establishing the Evolutionary 
Grassland-Grazer Relationship. Adam D. Sacks, Richard Teague, Fred Provenza, Seth Itzkan, Jim 
Laurie. Biodiversity for a Livable Climate, Lexington, Massachusetts, Ecosystem Science and Management, 
Texas A&M AgriLife Research Texas 
A&M University System, Vernon, Texas 


 


Finally, what is the fate of prairie dogs with climate change?  Research here is also limited, but in the 


Colorado State Wildlife Action Plan (SWAP), there are concerns that that prairie dogs populations 


could succumb to decreased forage. According to the 2015 SWAP research conducted on 


Gunnison’s and White-tailed prairie dogs indicated total colony collapses directly attributable to the 


changing climate.  


8. Allowing tenants to control with BMPs - as I work in the field and view many conflicts with 


prairie dogs, I would support tenant control of prairie dogs but only with BMPs. OSMP has clearly 


stated that their capacity is limited to deal with every situation on a timely manner.  Had tenants had 


this option in prior years, it is quite likely we would not be dealing with such a large problem right 


now! I also think that optimistically, these landowners can learn a lot about prairie dogs, techniques 


for lethal control and even partner with active relocation to lands that are presently available, thus 


removing the 40 acre limit proposed by OSMP.  
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9. Burrow Destruction Ordinance - There should be flexibility with this ordinance if using BMPs.  


If the intent of the ordinance is to curtail or limit willful disregard of prairie dog habitat, then using 


BMPs for each given circumstance should be considered. I do not agree with granting agriculture 


“affirmative defense” category, but would rather see a plan and permitting process. Giving three 


years to achieve a desired objective is ample time to determine if such practices are in fact BMPs. In 


this way, OSMP and the city can be apprised of innovative ideas that work or do not work. 


10. Work with CPW to modify relocation policies - there are certain areas that this would be both 


helpful to both the applicant of the permit and CPW by both freeing up time for both parties.  If 


OSMP has a comprehensive plan for shifting around prairie dogs into more appropriate areas, it is 


possible that CPW may find this acceptable, in fact, having such a plan in place approved by the 


state may incentivize other communities to do the same.  


Pursuing cross county transfer, SB99-111, may not be beneficial for Boulder, primarily because 


Boulder already has a great deal of open space for prairie dogs.  I do believe however, that SB99-111 


has severely hampered the ability to create complexes by limiting both financial incentives to private 


landowners that wish to conserve prairie dogs and granting county commissioners control over wild 


species whereby even their own communities may not even recognize that prairie dogs are a Species 


of Greatest Conservation Need as identified in the State Wildlife Action Plan. The goal in all federal 


and state policies is range-wide distributions of prairie dogs within historically occupied counties. 


Counties that do not recognize the importance of prairie dog “occupied acres” create huge 


opportunity costs for wildlife and the taxpayer. 


11. Prairie Dog Working Group Related Actions - staff makes a comment that “this” review 


effort is a separate track from the PDWG recommendations.  This is unacceptable for so many 


reasons and it is unclear exactly why the city is not embracing decisions that are the result of multi-


stakeholder recommendations.  


Thank you for your time in this matter 


Pam Wanek 


 


 


 







February 4, 2020 

RE: Specific Comments in Response to OSMP Statements in the Expedited    Management Review 

of Irrigated Fields Occupied by Prairie Dogs as of 8 January 2020 

Submitted by: Pam Wanek 

It is concerning that from a time period of May 2019 through 8 January 2020, less than 9 months,  
that the city is considering immediate removal of approximately 1000 occupied acres of prairie dogs 
on irrigable agricultural land.  According to the city’s Expedited Review, it is estimated that on 
average, 30 prairie dogs per acre exist on irrigable lands that are in conflict; this equates to about 
30,000 prairie dogs.   

This situation is an unusually large and difficult problem that will require additional information and 
research prior to committing to any of the alternative actions presented in this original document. 
Staff evaluations must not only address the immediate conflict areas but how these pieces interplay 
with other properties within the landscape. The loss of 30,000 prairie dogs is significant for any 
ecosystem and is surely to present large environmental impacts to the wildlife community.  

The Expedited Review does not adequately address the required prerequisites to make informed 
decisions. Instead, staff has provided general ideas that could be applied to any one property. The 
fear here is that the problem is so big that giving the attention to detail that would potentially 
present the Best Management Practices (BMPs) may be overlooked due to the inability of staff to 
effectively help implement unique protocols to each site. The idea of just giving up and 
exterminating the majority of the prairie dogs for example may see like a quick fix to make the 
problem go away but quick fixes rarely resolve problems in the long-term.    

Adding confusion to the Expedited Review is that the backbone of solutions offered by the city’s 
own Prairie Dog Working Group (PDWG) are being “nixed” as a different “track” away from the 
problems presented. The city, staff and board members have spent numerous hours reviewing 
reports, documents and working out different ideas in cooperation with diverse stakeholders to 
support the following outcomes (see pg. 58 of Expedited Review): 

 Non-lethal control options are considered first before lethal control

 To produce economic models that compare the values of occupied prairie dog lands versus
agricultural use

 Consider cost forgiveness to compensate tenet farmers and ranchers

 Reimbursement to private landowners for negative impacts to resulting from prairie dog
occupied areas

 Pilot the PDWG economic considerations

The idea of re-categorizing leased irrigated lands into a different land-use category altogether as an 
“affirmative defense” is also problematic.  This category is reserved for civic services (airports, dams, 
and research) and for the destruction of burrows under 6-1-12 B.R.C. 1981. Agricultural is not a 
civic service and therefore, should not be re-categorized as an “affirmative defense.” 

Other specific comments are as follows: 

1. The Expedited Plan states that OSMP was directed to evaluate at least 6 items (pg 1):
1. ecological conditions of the land
2. soil health
3. healthy agricultural uses
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4. wildlife health
5. other conditions
6. new land management tools including key-lining, soil amendments, lethal

control and other measures to achieve charter open space goals.

Comment: Most of the above factors are addressed in broad terms but not one example of a 
property situation is presented using these guidelines. How will the city evaluate each property in 
question? How will decisions be made on that subject property? Or does the city intend to apply one 
set of generalized areas to all properties even though each property may have vast differences? As 
presented in this Expedited Review, there is not enough information to provide decision-makers 
with the necessary information to move forward with prairie dog removal on any property in 
question. 

2. Charter goals - Under factors to consider (page 1): The following statement is made:
“The degree to which the action would allow OSMP to more fully meet charter goals.”

This statement implies, that moving forward with lethal/removal control on irrigable agricultural 
lands is allowable as a charter goal but Section 176 (d) of the Charter states: “Preservation of 
agricultural uses and land suitable for agricultural production.” What the Charter does not say 
is that 100% of irrigated agriculture are to be used for only agricultural uses without prairie dog 
occupancy.  It appears that the city has some flexibility here.   

If the issue is water rights, then it would seem more relevant to include some legal language whereby 
adherence must respected to protect water rights; this would provide a better understanding of the 
situation and better transparency.  

On page 4 it states that “Over the past 50 years, the city’s history of open space acquisition 
and management practices have demonstrated that there is on-going support for integrating 
both agriculture and prairie dogs into open space delivery.” 

This statement implies a harmonious partnership with diverse open space uses, but if there is now a 
problem with 30,000 prairie dogs, it seems that relationship is fractured and probably has been for 
quite some time.   

3. Unclear why staff is only permitting for relocation on 40 acres - Referencing pages 2, 3, 25
Table A-8

 6,641 acres of OSMP lands are leased irrigable lands and OSMP supports these lands remain
in acceptable condition

 5,300 acres of OSMP lands are designated for prairie dogs to live in protected status

 800 to 3,137 acres equals the desired target range of lands to be occupied by prairie dogs

 2039 acres are presently occupied by prairie dogs.

 280 irrigable lands managed by OSMP removed from production due to prairie dog
occupancy, 690 acres if irrigable lands leased by tenants.  Approximately 970 acres are in
conflict.

Evaluation: 

 5300 - 2039= 3,261 acres of land that could be occupied by prairie dogs but are not, why?
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This report should clearly state that 3,261 acres are available for translocation and at 
current staffing levels, the maximum capacity is 40 acres.   

4. Economic and environmental considerations - After reviewing various control scenarios

versus lessee income it is apparent that there is not enough information to make a decision that is

both financially and environmentally relevant. Based upon the data provided, only the following

calculations could be made:

Lessee income: 
1000 x $12000 = 12,000,000 (vegetables) 
1000 x $152 =$152,000 (grass hay production) 
1000 x $70 = $470,000 (alfalfa production) 
1000 x $6.70 - $8.85 = $ 6,700 to $8,850 (grazing) 

Average = 12,000,000 + 152,000 + 470,000 + 8,850=12,630,850/4 = $315,771 average 
value of income received from 1000 leased irrigable acres. Or $316 per acre. Excludes 
costs for re-establishing soils and plants and/or fencing out prairie dogs.  

Costs to remove prairie dogs: 
1000 x ($3,000 to $4,000) = 3 to 4 million dollars (active relocation) 
1000 x ($1,250) = $1,250,000 (passive relocation) 
1000 x ($4000) = $4,000,000 (Carbon dioxide donation) 
1000 x ($65) = $65,000 (carbon monoxide cartridges) 
1000 x ($221) = $221,000 (PERC carbon monoxide) 
1000 x ($4,400) = $4,400,000 (donate to ferret recovery) 

Average cost = 4,000,000 +1,250,000 + 4,000,000 + 65,000 + 221,000 + 
4,400,000=13,936,000/6= $232,266 average cost to remove prairie dogs from 1000 acres 
or $232 per acre or $8 dollars per prairie dog (30 animals).  These costs do not include 
modifications to keep prairie dogs out of removal areas or to restore lands back into 
agricultural production (depending on the crop).  

As we can see, an $8 cost to remove one prairie dog is just as unrealistic as it is to believe 
that each irrigable acre produces income at $316 per acre! What are the economic 
impacts? 

5. Not implementing plague vaccine SPV (Sylvatic Plague Vaccine); as a method to remove

prairie dogs - Plague (Yersinia pestis) is an exotic disease that rapidly kills any animal that does not

have immunity to the disease.  As prairie dogs do not have immunity, plague can quickly move

through a colony and kill prairie dogs within a short period of time. Plague is so decimating to

prairie dog colonies that it has been considered as a primary reason for listing under the Endangered

Species Act.

While we cannot assess how prairie dogs feel pain, we do know that plague is painful to humans and 

is therefore likely to be painful to prairie dogs. Using plague as a cost saving management tool to 

intentionally allow prairie dogs to succumb is an inhumane practice.  

SPV is only in an experimental stage and should not be relied upon as the only method to protect 
colonies. According to Colorado Parks and Wildlife, both SPV and dusting burrows with 
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Deltamethrin should be used as an integrated plan to protect prairie dog colonies. Burrow Dusting or 
Oral Vaccination Prevents Plague-Associated Prairie Dog Colony Collapse. Daniel W. Tripp, Tonie E. Rocke, 
Jonathan P. Runge, Rachel C. Abbott,and Michael W. Miller, EcoHealth 2017 

6. Gas Cartridges - remove that prairie dogs are trapped and killed (second paragraph).  Prairie
dogs are fumigated in the ground and not handled.

7. Consult and share information with experts and agencies -

This section provides information about the behavior and biology of prairie dogs, their role in 
vegetation management, their importance in carbon sequestration and the fate of prairie dogs as they 
adjust to climate change.  

The behavior and biology of prairie dogs has been extensively studied and probably the most 
comprehensive results about these characteristics can be found in two books authored by Dr. John 
Hoogland: Conservation of the Black-tailed Prairie Dog: Saving North America’s Western Grasslands (2006) 
and The Black-tailed Prairie Dog, Social Life of a Burrowing Mammal (1995).  

Some key points about prairie dogs: 

 are not migratory, they disperse singly, generally to another coterie within the birth colony
and rarely, in search of another colony.

 they are a prey species that enjoys safety in numbers, sometimes at high costs such as a lack
of forage and breeding mates.

 they live in highly territorial matriarchal harams comprised of close family units called
coteries; coteries do not blend with each other.

 colonies can be viewed as stable, a colony that has occupied an area for a long period of time
wherein expansion is limited or unstable, a colony where expansion is unlimited.

 stabilized colonies can remain in the exact area, with little variation in burrow density, for
decades. Stationary colonies provide a predictable food source and homes for other wildlife
species.

Understand colony structure, burrows and tunneling is equally important.  In Hygnstrom, S. (2002): 
Prairie Dogs and the Prairie Ecosystem Scott E. Hygnstrom University of Nebraska-Lincoln, shygnstrom1@unl.edu 

 colonies of black-tailed prairie dog have between 10 to 100 burrow entrances per acre.

 burrow tunnels are usually 6 to 15 feet deep and 15 to 30 feet long.

 burrow mounds serve as lookout stations, prevent water from entering their tunnels, and
promote passive ventilation of the burrows.

 burrowing can be beneficial to the soil as it results in the mixing of soil types, incorporation
of organic matter, increased soil aeration, and decreased compaction.

Regarding vegetation, for more intact prairies, vegetation on prairie dog towns is more diverse 

compared to offsite towns. Also, considering this very important fact is that prairie dogs do not 

move, they like to remain in the exact same area for decades if not centuries. It is their persistence in 

one area that alters plant composition from a monoculture of grasses to a diversity of grasses, shrubs 

and forbs that are resistant or resilient to prolonged grazing pressures. Over the last 150 years, 

agricultural practices intentionally sprayed herbicides or plowed under many forbs across rangelands 
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to protect livestock from being potentially poisoned by the consumption of unknown plants. Today, 

as prairie dogs occupy historical ranges, and grasses are clipped, the remaining forbs are generally 

introduced Eurasian weeds that can severely inhibit the functional diversity of native flora needed on 

occupied prairie dog sites.  

Studies on the effects of vegetation consumption by black-tailed prairie dogs on mixed-grass prairie 
indicated that within two years of colonization, mixed grasses were almost reduced by 50 percent.  
As grass cover decreased, forbs increased until they were almost equal to the previous cover of 
grasses (Detling, 2006). There are distinct zones in prairie dog occupied sites where the core of a 
colony that has been occupied the longest is predominately forbs, annuals and shrubs and in 
transition zones (newly colonized areas) plants are a mixture of forbs and perennial grasses. 
(Slobodchikoff et al., 2009).  

Research into native plants that resist or are resilient to prairie dog grazing has gained attention as a 
potential strategy to combat nonnative plants and to control erosion from blowing soil. Plants that 
have a disagreeable taste (milkweeds, snakeweed); a strong odor (fetid marigold, cleomes, sage, 
rabbitbrush, penny royal); are prickly (rosa spp., prickly poppy, purple three-awn); have an 
abundance of hairs (blazing star, golden rod, aster, vervain); are prostrate (bracted vervain, woolly 
plaintain, buffalo grass) or are sticky or gummy (gumweed, bee plant) appear to be strongholds on 
active prairie dog sites (Vickery 2015).  Plants observed on prairie dog sites such as: asters, 
geraniums, flax, mallows, penstemon, yarrow, primrose, rose, milkweeds, lupine, sage, verbenas, 
succulents, dwarf shrubs and shortgrasses (blue grama and buffalo grass) are good candidates for 
reintroduction into denuded or degraded prairie dog sites. Native plants are valuable commodities 
and some communities have expanded local seed banks to address limited commercial seed 
availability (Jones, T & Wanek, P. 2019).  

Creation of windbreaks may also help control erosion and blowing soils. Windbreaks have at least 
three benefits; to direct wind away from fragile soils, capturing moisture and as living fences that can 
help to exclude prairie dogs from conflict areas. Having personal experience with windbreaks, 
especially in very dry areas, the following plants appear to have to provide the best resistance to 
dramatic temperature extremes and low pest problems: tall rabbitbrush (Chrysothamnus nauseosus), 
three-leaf sumac (Rhus trilobata), New Mexican Privet (Forestiera neomexicana), and Rocky 
Mountain juniper (Juniperus scopulorum).  Two good sources for implementing and maintaining 
windbreaks can be found at either the local CSU Cooperative Extensive Services and the following 
document: 
https://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_PLANTMATERIALS/publications/idpmstn10797.pdf 

Other methods to control prairie dog movements is to relax grazing on mixed height grasses and to 
potentially add taller native forbs into these grasses to extend seasonal effectiveness.  

Sources: 

Detling, J.K, & Whicker, A.D. (1987) Do Prairie Dogs Compete with Livestock? In J. Hoogland (Ed.), 
Conservation of the Black-tailed Prairie Dog: Saving North America’s Western Grasslands (65-88). 
Washington, D.C.: Island Press 

Jones, T. & Wanek P. (2019). Creating Prairie Dog Management Plans: A guide for Local Governments and 
Stakeholders. Part 1: Background and Context. Denver, CO: WildEarth Guardians and the Prairie Dog 
Coalition of the Humane Society of the United States. 
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Slobodchikoff, C.N., Perla, B.S., & Verdolin, J.L. (2009) Prairie Dogs: Communication and Community in 
an Animal Society. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press 

Vickery, J. (2015). Vegetation Management in Urban-to-Exurban Prairie Dog Colonies: Context, Issues and 
Native Plant “Survivors.” Conference poster. High Altitude Revegetation Conference. Central Rockies 
Chapter of the Society for Ecological Restoration and the HAR Committee. March 10-12, 2015, Ft. 
Collins, CO 

Carbon sequestration - 
The Conservation Reserve Program (CRP) states that one of the most powerful ways to encourage 
carbon sequestration is to plant perennial grasses and forbs and to reduce tillage and harvest as these 
later activities release carbon back into the air either through plant depletion or the release of fossil 
fuels, please see: https://www.fdcenterprises.com/native-grasses-and-forbs-for-carbon-
sequestration/ 

Carbon sequestration also has economic incentives through carbon exchange credits. Ranchers and 

farmers may be more motivated to change their practices if other sources of revenue are available. 

The “cap and trade” policies have limited how much pollution industries can release into the air and 

many big industries are buying carbon credits to offset pollution. Carbon credits are traded on the 

Chicago Climate Exchange where in the first nine months of 2008, more than 60 million credits 

were traded on the exchange. https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/carbon-cowboys/ 

While the exact role of prairie dogs in carbon sequestration is limited, only due to lack of research, it 
is inconclusive that they are exacerbating an already difficult problem on degraded agricultural lands. 
In multiple studies, arthropod communities were higher on occupied prairie dog sites compared to 
offsite colonies.  Arthropods are important for carbon sequestration due to their ability to reduce 
below ground compaction and increasing airflow. 

One of the most compelling documents to encourage a change in how we have historically used 
agricultural is found in a document entitled “Restoring Atmospheric Carbon Dioxide to Pre-Industrial Levels: 
Re-Establishing the Evolutionary Grassland-Grazer Relationship.” This document approaches carbon 
sequestration as a holistic approach within natural environments.  

Key points: 

 The quantity of carbon contained in soils is directly related to the diversity and health of soil
biota. Since virtually all organic carbon sequestered in soils is extracted from the atmosphere
by photosynthetic organisms, and converted to complex molecules by bacteria and fungi in
synergy with insects and animals, we propose an effective and sustainable method for
increasing soil organic carbon by restoring degraded and desertified grasslands worldwide.

 Plants in a healthy biodiverse soil will release much of their photosynthetic sugar (perhaps
40%) to symbiotic mycorrhizal fungi. In return the fungal mycelia distribute energy in the
form of sugars to microbial communities deep in the soil, which find and extract minerals
for the plant. The mycelia are also active in finding water in pores inaccessible to plant roots.
This mycorrhizal system also produces a carbon-rich glycoprotein called glomalin, which
comprises a large percentage of organic matter in healthy soils. They are sticky substances
that can bind soil particles together, providing air spaces and structure for the movement of
water and soil organisms and holding many times their own weight in water.
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 Synergy is at the heart of effective eco-restoration. To restore grasslands as healthy
ecosystems and effective carbon sinks, we must re-establish the evolutionary relationships
between grazing animals and their habitats.

 Over a period of as few as three years, many long-disabled processes come back to life.
Insects such as dung beetles retrieve excreta and store it more than 18 inches beneath the
surface. Worms and small mammals such as moles and prairie dogs churn the soil, while
deep-rooted perennial grasses regrow and create channels for water and gases. Mycorrhizal
fungi, transport nutrients which they have the unique ability to obtain from soil minerals,
and exchange them for carbohydrates from photosynthetic plants. The fungi synthesize a
stable glycoprotein, glomalin, which holds 4 to 20 times its weight in water. Micro-organisms
join the elaborate fray, accessing minerals that they supply to fungi which in turn supply
them to the green plants, and in the process create complex carbon molecules that store
carbon deep in the soils for a long period of time. This is the embodiment of carbon
sequestration.

 the Keyline system, is an approach to sub-soil contour plowing that can rapidly increase the
depths at which soil biota are active. From a whole-system perspective, however, this
technology is only a proxy for the essential impact of burrowing mammals, many of which
have been eliminated as a result of modern agricultural and rangeland practice. Burrowing
mammals and their predators must be considered within the context of holistic planning.
The digging and churning activities of these animals enable the capture of far more rainwater
on capped soils, and begin eco-restoration in areas where it is difficult to bring livestock on a
regular basis. Prairie dogs and moles were once numerous in North America when our soils
were much deeper. They may well be critical to the hydrology and to the reduction of
wildfires in a warming climate.

 Prairie dog dens are dug as deep as 3 to 4 meters, making pathways easier for all the other
soil biota from worms and beetles to fungal mycelia seeking minerals.

Source: Restoring Atmospheric Carbon Dioxide to Pre-Industrial Levels: Re-Establishing the Evolutionary 
Grassland-Grazer Relationship. Adam D. Sacks, Richard Teague, Fred Provenza, Seth Itzkan, Jim 
Laurie. Biodiversity for a Livable Climate, Lexington, Massachusetts, Ecosystem Science and Management, 
Texas A&M AgriLife Research Texas 
A&M University System, Vernon, Texas 

Finally, what is the fate of prairie dogs with climate change?  Research here is also limited, but in the 

Colorado State Wildlife Action Plan (SWAP), there are concerns that that prairie dogs populations 

could succumb to decreased forage. According to the 2015 SWAP research conducted on 

Gunnison’s and White-tailed prairie dogs indicated total colony collapses directly attributable to the 

changing climate.  

8. Allowing tenants to control with BMPs - as I work in the field and view many conflicts with

prairie dogs, I would support tenant control of prairie dogs but only with BMPs. OSMP has clearly

stated that their capacity is limited to deal with every situation on a timely manner.  Had tenants had

this option in prior years, it is quite likely we would not be dealing with such a large problem right

now! I also think that optimistically, these landowners can learn a lot about prairie dogs, techniques

for lethal control and even partner with active relocation to lands that are presently available, thus

removing the 40 acre limit proposed by OSMP.

City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks 
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP Occupied by Prairie Dogs 
Engagement Window 2 Compendium of Community Input

Page 238



9. Burrow Destruction Ordinance - There should be flexibility with this ordinance if using BMPs.

If the intent of the ordinance is to curtail or limit willful disregard of prairie dog habitat, then using

BMPs for each given circumstance should be considered. I do not agree with granting agriculture

“affirmative defense” category, but would rather see a plan and permitting process. Giving three

years to achieve a desired objective is ample time to determine if such practices are in fact BMPs. In

this way, OSMP and the city can be apprised of innovative ideas that work or do not work.

10. Work with CPW to modify relocation policies - there are certain areas that this would be both

helpful to both the applicant of the permit and CPW by both freeing up time for both parties.  If

OSMP has a comprehensive plan for shifting around prairie dogs into more appropriate areas, it is

possible that CPW may find this acceptable, in fact, having such a plan in place approved by the

state may incentivize other communities to do the same.

Pursuing cross county transfer, SB99-111, may not be beneficial for Boulder, primarily because 

Boulder already has a great deal of open space for prairie dogs.  I do believe however, that SB99-111 

has severely hampered the ability to create complexes by limiting both financial incentives to private 

landowners that wish to conserve prairie dogs and granting county commissioners control over wild 

species whereby even their own communities may not even recognize that prairie dogs are a Species 

of Greatest Conservation Need as identified in the State Wildlife Action Plan. The goal in all federal 

and state policies is range-wide distributions of prairie dogs within historically occupied counties. 

Counties that do not recognize the importance of prairie dog “occupied acres” create huge 

opportunity costs for wildlife and the taxpayer. 

11. Prairie Dog Working Group Related Actions - staff makes a comment that “this” review

effort is a separate track from the PDWG recommendations.  This is unacceptable for so many

reasons and it is unclear exactly why the city is not embracing decisions that are the result of multi-

stakeholder recommendations.

Thank you for your time in this matter 

Pam Wanek 
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From: Andy Breiter
To: OSMP Input; OSBT-Web; Council
Subject: Regarding Prairie Dogs
Date: Tuesday, February 4, 2020 6:26:11 PM

External Sender
Hello all,

My name is Andy Breiter. I am a young farmer in Boulder and I am the President of the local
Flatirons chapter of the National Young Farmers Coalition. I am emailing you my personal
opinion regarding this issue.

First I want to say that I am glad you all are reviewing the land with a close eye. Prairie dogs
are a large issue on our public lands.

The way prairie dogs are degrading the land is not in conjunction with nature. Due to a variety
of reasons, humans included, there is no longer a natural predator for prairie dogs. We must be
that predator. In order to manage the prairie dogs, we need to use all tools at hand including
lethal control. Lethal control, however, needs to be used along with agricultural practices that
will support soil health, ecosystem health and communal health.

As a young farmer this is important to me because it hurts me to see a large opportunity not
being taken advantage of. 1000 acres of agriculturally designated land is no longer in use
because of prairie dogs. Myself and others could work this land with guidance from the Ag
Management Plan to improve the landscape and make the land productive. It is a tremendous
opportunity and due to rules and regulations it is not being taken advantage of.

I think we are on the right path, but I believe that lethal control along with ecosystem
regeneration will restore the land while giving young farmers an opportunity to prove
themselves.

Thank you for your efforts,

Andy Breiter
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From: Eric Aslakson
To: OSMP Input
Subject: Prairie dogs
Date: Tuesday, February 4, 2020 6:26:48 PM

External Sender

I have 40 acres in the San Luis Valley. It is surrounded by grazing land and is approx 6 miles nw of Moffat.  I’d love
to start a prairie dog colony there.  Let me know if it is possible.

I could transport them if you would show me what I would need to do once they arrive.  My phone is 212-796-5300

Best, Eric Aslakson

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Taylor Jones
To: OSMP Input
Subject: Comments on OSBT/OSMP EVALUATION OF EXPEDITED PRAIRIE DOG MANAGEMENT OPTIONS
Date: Tuesday, February 4, 2020 9:28:26 PM
Attachments: 2_4_20_Comments.pdf

External Sender

Attached please find comments on the evaluation of expedited prairie dog management options submitted on behalf
of Keep Boulder Wild. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Lindsey Sterling-Krank
Carse Pustmueller
and Taylor Jones
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FEBRUARY 4, 2020 COMMENTS ON:  


OSBT/OSMP EVALUATION OF EXPEDITED PRAIRIE DOG  
MANAGEMENT OPTIONS 


Submitted on behalf of Keep Boulder Wild 
to osmpinput@bouldercolorado.gov 


Lindsey SterlingKrank, Carse Pustmueller, and Taylor Jones 
 
I 


Our scenario for how to reduce conflicts on irrigated agricultural lands where prairie 
dog numbers are high 


 
• Reduce the size of the conflict area.   


o It is our understanding that there are two lease areas in the project area 
(Boulder Valley Ranch and Axelson/Johnson) that have significant 
conflicts and that reducing the conflict on these areas was the purpose of 
creating an Expedited Plan. The Expedited Plan should focus on these two 
areas of most conflict (BVR has prairie dogs on 322 acres of irrigated land 
(53% of the lease area); Axelson/Johnson has 319 occupied acres (50% of 
the lease area), thus realistically increasing the chance of success and 
decreasing the number of prairie dogs on the areas where doing so is most 
important. The remaining leases on irrigated agricultural (ag) lands in the 
project area are minimally impacted by prairie dogs (less than 12% of the 
remaining irrigated ag leases are occupied by prairie dogs) and should and 
can be managed by implementing the PDWG recommendations. 


o Instead of removing all 967 acres of prairie dogs in conflict, remove only 
25% (Q1) or 50% (Q2) on BVR and Axelson/Johnson leases using non-
lethal options. This action responds adequately, economically, and 
realistically to the conflicts on these leases and significantly decreases the 
number of prairie dogs needing to be removed from the irrigated ag lands 
in the project area. 


• Minimize lethal control by using lethal methods only after exhausting the 
following non-lethal options: 


o Implement the PDWG fundamental principle (agreed upon by all PDWG 
participants) to emphasize non-lethal methods of control and to minimize 
lethal control. 


o Allow co-existence of prairie dogs on irrigated agricultural (ag) lands, 
where feasible, by installing barriers to separate the prairie dogs from ag 
activities. 


o Provide barriers on irrigated ag lands having prairie dogs and adjacent to 
private land to reduce conflicts with neighbors and decrease removal 
activities from private lands. 


o Increase capacity to relocate prairie dogs away from irrigated ag land 
conflict areas. 


o Collaborate with community partners (e.g., Prairie Dog Coalition or 
Defenders of Wildlife) to implement conflict prevention strategies and for 







volunteers to relocate the remaining 20% of untrapped/unrelocated prairie 
dogs (that would otherwise be killed) away from city efforts. 


o Pilot a minimum of two conservation leases (either leases between the 
City and co-lessees (both the ag tenant and the conservation 
organization/group) or leases between the City and a conservation entity; 
See 2019 Keep Boulder Wild alternative lease recommendations). This 
provides lease income to the City and allows for ag and prairie dogs to co-
exist on some irrigated ag lands and/or for some leased ag lands to be 
leased for prairie dog conservation purposes instead of for ag purposes.  


o Make changes to the Wildlife Protection Ordinance to increase 
coexistence and allow for burrow destruction by ag operations under 
certain conditions. 


o Work with Colorado Parks & Wildlife to speed up and simplify the 
relocation permit process so that the City can obtain permits in a more 
time-efficient manner and for more relocations either through appointed 
staff or a consultant 


o Modify leases annually based on precipitation and wildlife occupation to 
reflect a stasis yield for lessees by entering into conservation leases with a 
land trust and maintain habitat for wildlife on irrigated lands occupied up 
to 25%.  


• Integrate the PDWG Recommendations and the Expedited Plan. They should not 
be considered separate projects.   


o The PDWG Overarching Prairie Dog Conservation Goal: Sustainably 
conserve prairie dogs in the Boulder Region by implementing the 
following ecological, social, and economic goals, objectives and strategies 
(as outlined in the recommendations). 


o The Expedited Plan’s project area is a subset of the area within the 
Boulder Region. As such, the PDWG goals should serve as the umbrella 
under which the Expedited Plan exists. PDWG’s fundamental principles, 
as well as its ecological, social, and economic goals, objectives, and 
strategies, should be those of the Expedited Plan as well. This gives us all 
a guiding principle for this process which we are currently lacking.  


• Do not allow removal, especially lethal removal, on properties where preventing 
reoccupation is not feasible. Lethal removal under such circumstances would lead 
to repeated killing of wildlife on public open space.  


• Respectfully, Colorado is a fence-out state. The Shulers’ are performing their duty 
on their own private lands to keep wildlife from migrating from public lands to 
private lands. This scenario plays out in every state over multiple species. We 
have offered to help with their barrier installation and costs, but they have 
maintained they only want the prairie dogs gone. While we can understand 
wanting to use irrigated lands for plans other than prairie dogs, the lands in 
question are public lands hosting a native, keystone species.  
 
 







II 
Specific Comments in Response to OSMP Statements (in orange) in the Expedited Plan 


Evaluation 
 
1. OSMP Statement from Page 1: 
Following an April recommendation by the OSBT, in May the City Council directed 
OSMP staff to undertake an expedited review of the management of irrigated lands 
occupied by prairie dogs, with a focus north of Jay Road. 
 
COMMENT: The Expedited Plan was created in response to a need to decrease prairie 
dog numbers on two irrigated ag land lease areas in the Northern Grasslands (specifically 
Boulder Valley Ranch and Axelson/Johnson lease areas) where conflicts are a concern to 
the lessees. The Expedited Plan should be limited to those two lease areas, and not 
include all 967 acres of irrigated ag lands in the project area that have prairie dogs. 
Creating an expedited plan for all 967 acres would potentially include removing or killing 
19,340 to 29,010 prairie dogs.  
 
2. OSMP Statement from Page 6: 
Outside of the project area, prairie dogs occupy an additional 292 acres of irrigable land 
on OSMP-managed properties. It is anticipated that the approach and many of the 
strategies developed through this process could be applied to those areas. 
 
COMMENT and QUESTION: The PDWG created recommendations for all city-owned 
lands having prairie dogs, and this expedited plan is a specific plan for specific problem 
leases on irrigated ag lands in the project area. It is concerning that OSMP is considering 
the use of actions and strategies in the Expedited Plan for application on other city-owned 
lands outside of the project area for which the Expedited Plan is being created. We are 
concerned the PDWG recommendations will be usurped and discarded over time by the 
Expedited Plan and by the future use of the Expedited Plan on additional prairie dog 
habitat in the future. What plan does the City have to prevent this from happening, in 
order to prevent all the good work of PDWG from being undone?  
 
QUESTIONS:  


a. What is the City going to do to keep prairie dogs on the North landscape in the 
face of imminent plague epizootics? What is the City going to do to maintain 
prairie dogs on the landscape in the Northern Grassland?  
 
If we are going to do an expedited removal, then we need to do an expedited 
implementation of plague management tools to conserve prairie dogs on the 
landscape. 


 
If we are considering using plague management as a lethal tool, we are 
responsible for putting a mechanism in place to limit the toll. As we are looking 
towards a more stasis population that is less boom-and-bust, we must consider 
applying insecticide strategically in limited underground burrows to protect some 
of our prairie dogs in and/or adjacent to the project area.  







 
b. Where is the proof that removing prairie dogs is going to improve irrigated lands, 


both immediately and in the long-term? Please provide scientific proof that prairie 
dogs are decreasing carbon sequestration and/or soil health and not playing their 
keystone role on irrigated ag lands.  
 
If prairie dogs are removed from irrigated ag lands, data should be collected from 
both on and off colonies on irrigated ag lands for a ten-year period to compare 
results.  
 


c. If the data are just from the single Bennett property, how do staff and Trustees 
justify making lethal wildlife decisions on public lands based on one data set 
collected over one year?  Please explain.  


 
3. OSMP Statement from Pages 1-2: 
Staff then evaluated each of the potential actions regarding their benefit and feasibility. 
For benefit, staff considered several factors:  


a)  Scope: The degree to which the action would allow OSMP to more fully meet 
charter goals.  Staff examined how fully would the strategy allow for the 
implementation of Master Plan Strategy ATT.3, and implement the Master, Ag 
and Grassland Plans.  
 


COMMENT: The Charter does not specifically state that 100% of the irrigated ag lands 
be used for ag. The City can set/change its goal for what percentage of irrigated ag lands 
should be used for ag purposes and what percentage for other uses.  
 


b)  Spatial Scale: The degree to which the action is likely to be effective across 
the project area.  
c)  Contribution: How much the action contributes to addressing the situation. 
This factor also required staff to examine what other actions would be needed to 
ensure success.  
d)  Duration: Will the action secure a long-lasting outcome or is it a temporary 
fix?  
 


COMMENT: Effectiveness, Contribution and Duration of an action must be determined 
by subsequent actions, e.g., if prairie dogs are removed from an area, actions need to be 
taken to insure that the prairie dogs won’t re-establish the take site.  
 
QUESTION: Were protections from re-colonizing (e.g., subsequent actions) included in 
OSMP’s determination of “effectiveness of an action” and of estimated costs to 
implement the Expedited Plan? 
 
4.  OSMP Statement from Page 2-3: 
The city seeks to ensure that all 6,641 acres of irrigable fields are leased and in 
agricultural production, and that the water delivery infrastructure that supports irrigated 
agriculture is in acceptable condition. 







 
COMMENT: In the Project Area there are: 


• 5,000 acres of OSMP land of which 2,400 acres are irrigable lands. 
• Of these 2,400 acres, 967 acres have prairie dogs  


o 690 acres are leased to producers (private landowners) 
o 280 acres managed by OSMP 


 
Ensuring the removal of all prairie dogs on all 967 acres is overkill (no pun intended), 
unrealistic, absolutist, economically unfeasible, and unfair to other uses of irrigable lands. 
Prairie dogs can be compatible with some irrigated ag lands where passive relocations 
can be implemented and barriers can be installed to separate prairie dogs from conflict 
areas on the property. There must be some reasonable approach to the overcrowding 
problem. The Charter’s goal of preserving agricultural uses and land suitable for 
agricultural production can be met without removing all prairie dogs from all irrigated ag 
lands. The PDWG discussed this at length and came up with several recommendations to 
help resolve conflicts between prairie dogs and irrigated ag lands. The PDWG 
recommendations should be implemented and their use exhausted before any lethal 
control occurs on the irrigated ag lands in the project area. 
 
5.  OSMP Statement from Page 3: 
The most widespread impacts from prairie dog occupation on irrigated lands are reduced 
agricultural productivity and changes to the type of agricultural use. The typical 
transformation can be described as follows: Initially, irrigated hayfields are switched to 
irrigated grazing land as prairie dog occupation makes the operation of haying equipment 
difficult or impossible. As populations increase and the area of prairie dog occupation 
increases, irrigation becomes too difficult or impossible. If prairie dogs fully occupy an 
irrigated field, there is typically no benefit to continue agricultural operations, and the 
property is taken out of agricultural production – and often removed from the agricultural 
lease program. Damage to the irrigation infrastructure from the direct effects of prairie 
dogs or from lack of use and maintenance have resulted in degradation of open space 
assets, reducing the long-term agricultural or ecological sustainability of the land.  
 
COMMENT: This is unfair. This is exactly the kind of language that makes all of our 
jobs harder. It vilifies the animal and singles the prairie dog out despite there being 
multiple variables at play. Past land uses, including ag itself, are causing widespread 
impacts and making ag use unproductive. Please amend this document or rhetoric to 
include the fact that prairie dogs are not the sole cause of the state of our lands and that 
historic land uses, including cattle grazing and agriculture, combined with climate 
change, contribute to the current scenario.  
 
6. OSMP Statement from Page 3, Para 6- 4th sentence: 
Until very recently, OSMP’s relocation needs were not prioritized and relatively few 
relocation projects could be implemented. As a result, prairie dog populations continued 
to expand in Removal and Transition areas.  
 







COMMENT: This is unfair. Prairie dog population expansion in the areas of concern is 
not only a result of OSMP’s relocation needs not being prioritized; it is also a result of 
the long amount of time it takes for the City to file and process a CPW permit in addition 
to the too-strict criteria placed on grassland preserves to be receiving sites, resulting in 
years when no receiving sites were available. Please adjust this language to be more 
realistic and encompassing of all the factors involved.  
 
7. Charter Purpose Table from Page 4.  
QUESTION: Please explain how ag meets the second purpose. Also, we suggest both 
prairie dogs and ag could be used for the 5th purpose, “preservation of passive 
recreational use…” 
 
9. Page 9: 
QUESTION: What other management tools have not been successful as mentioned in 
paragraph 2, “Values”? 
 
10.  OSMP Statement from Pages 10-11: 
Both the community meeting and the online engagement in fall 2019 asked participants 
to answer the question: “What is most important to protect when figuring out how to 
manage irrigated lands with lots of prairie dogs living in them?”  The respondents were 
prompted with the suggested responses in the table and were given the opportunity to 
provide other entries if the available options did not reflect what was important to them.  


Response Options (or “write in” others)  
• Animals dependent upon prairie dogs 
•  Farming and ranching on OSMP  
• Grasslands plants and soils to capture carbon  
• Land management goals of OSMP neighbors  
• Lives of individual prairie dogs  


Although not a statistically valid survey, the responses to this question helped OSMP get 
an impression about what was important to community-engagement participants. 
 
COMMENT:  The response options provided to the community in the Values Exercise 
were weighted in favor of non-prairie dog uses on irrigated ag lands, which contributed to 
the results OSMP received from the exercise. The overarching goal of the PDWG was to 
“sustainably conserve prairie dogs in the Boulder Region” by implementing the PDWG’s 
recommendations. This would have been a stronger option than “lives of individual 
prairie dogs,” which downplays the importance of preserving prairie dog habitat and 
protecting prairie dog colonies. This survey shows an unconscious bias against prairie 
dogs. Please work with a social scientist to curb this damaging rhetoric. Please also note 
we recognize the City does better than other agencies in this regard, however, the 
language is still damaging and does a disservice to the education needed on behalf of this 
imperiled ecosystem inside and outside of this expedited process context.  
 
11.  OSMP STATEMENT from Page 10: 
Many people opposed the use of lethal control of prairie dogs because of the reductions 
in populations of the black-tailed prairie dog throughout its historic range. Several people 







commented that prairie dogs should not be killed because they were present on the 
landscape before agriculture and are acting naturally in their native range, whereas 
agriculture is introduced and artificial. Others alluded to the important role that prairie 
dogs play in structuring grasslands and the cascading effects on other species from killing 
prairie dogs. Other comments expressed a belief that killing prairie dogs is fundamentally 
wrong, disrespectful and does not demonstrate compassion for life or that lethal control 
takes an emotional toll on the community.  
 
COMMENT: Add: “One of the PDWG’s fundamental principles, agreed upon by all 
participants, was that non-lethal methods of control should be used and exhausted before 
lethal control measures are implemented (e.g, emphasize non-lethal options and minimize 
lethal).” 
 
This principle should also be a fundamental principle of the Expedited Plan. OSMP 
should incorporate the PDWG recommendations into the Expedited Plan and not proceed 
as if they are two separate, unrelated, and unintegrated plans.  
 
12. OSMP STATEMENT from Page 13, Table 6 (and later in document):   
Law/Code/Policy Changes 


• Allow tenants to control prairie dogs 
 
COMMENT: While we understand some of the benefits of allowing tenants to control 
prairie dogs, we cannot support this. Allowing lease tenants to control prairie dogs gives 
them too much authority over public lands. These lands are public OSMP lands and do 
not belong to the lease tenants, who may not follow best practices. Prairie dog control 
options require OSMP oversight, period.) 


 
• Change prairie dog management designations  


 
COMMENT: This issue was discussed by the PDWG. The Prairie Dog Conservation 
Areas (PDCs) are touted as habitat where only prairie dogs have priority.  The reality is 
that PDCs are small pieces of habitat usually surrounded by development. Prairie dog 
populations on PDCs have no opportunity to expand and become sustainable parts of a 
larger prairie dog ecosystem, one of the main objectives of the PDWG. The PDWG 
entertained the idea of creating PDCs on the Southern Grasslands to help create a 
sustainable prairie dog ecosystem there for eventual release of black footed ferrets. The 
limited habitat on PDCs is another reason why prairie dogs should be allowed to occur on 
irrigated ag lands when compatible and mitigatable.  


 
Additionally, changing designations of irrigable lands occupied by prairie dogs to 
something else could reduce the number of lands in conflict. For example, changing the 
designation of 50 acres of irrigated lands occupied by prairie dogs to MOA and then 
adding 50 acres of Grassland Preserve to agriculture leased for bee keeping and forbs 
could provide an alternative that has multi-stakeholder support and reduce number of 
acres in conflict. 







• Reducing/removing agriculture from irrigated lands  
o Consider conservation leases  


 
COMMENT: This option is summarily dismissed in the Expedited Plan evaluation. It 
should be given serious consideration. It makes sense to a) add a conservation partner(s) 
to the most conflicted leases (the conservation entity and the ag lessee share the cost of 
the annual lease depending on prairie dog populations) or b) remove ag leases and ag 
uses on some of the existing most conflicted lease areas and instead create a conservation 
lease (the conservation group would pay for the annual leases). The City retains its 
income, conflict irrigated ag lands is decreased and more suitable prairie dog habitat is 
available.  


• Don’t lease irrigable OSMP when occupied by prairie dogs  
 


COMMENT: Yes. See comment immediately above. 
 


• Don’t lease land for agriculture 
• Modify agriculture goals to allow prairie dogs to coexist with agriculture  


 
COMMENT: This is a good idea, especially allowing prairie dogs to remain on irrigated 
ag lands where non-lethal methods (relocation, barriers, passive relocations, etc.) can 
decrease conflicts with ag. 
 
State of Colorado 


• Work with Colorado Division of Parks and Wildlife to modify relocation policies 
and practices  


 
COMMENT: Yes. If removal is rated as a high need, then this responsible goal needs to 
be rated high as well. Please appoint someone or hire a consultant to work with the state 
to improve prairie dog relocation permitting process. 


• Change state law to allow landowners in other counties to receive relocated 
prairie dogs  


COMMENT: The Humane Society of the United States (HSUS) currently has legislative 
language proposed that would provide a solution here. Please reach out to the City’s 
legislative and lobbyist aides (Adam or Carl) and ask them to contact the HSUS and their 
lobbyist Christopher Votoupal at vga@chrisvotoupal.com for details on how the City 
might help.  
 
13. OSMP STATEMENT from Table 7, Page 15 (concerning the PDWG): 
Summary of benefit and feasibility ratings for actions to address irrigable fields occupied 
by prairie dogs. Starred (*) items are actions currently in use by OSMP.  
COVERED BY PRAIRIE DOG WORKING GROUP (PDWG) RECOMMENDATIONS  


a. Don't use lethal control until all non-lethal options are exhausted* 
b. Economic benefit model  







c. Lease cost forgiveness/compensate for lost production.  
d. Pilot PDWG economic recommendations 
e. Reimburse private owners  


 
COMMENTS: 


• The PDWG and Expedited plan should not be separate projects. 
• The OSMP Expedited Plan Evaluation states that the PDWG 


recommendations and the Expedited Plan are separate projects. However, it 
also states “staff is aware that the PDWG and the expedited process need to be 
integrated projects.”  


• Use Principles of PDWG in the expedited process (e.g., exhaust non-lethal 
prior to any lethal use, etc.) 


 
14. Page 16:  
COMMENT: Please add the number of animals proposed to be killed/ removed to the 
table on page 16 titled “Management scenarios…” 
 
15. OSMP Statement from Pages 19-20:  
When considering relocation, the percentage of the estimated population to be removed 
by trapping is an important factor affecting both the cost and duration of a project. While 
more prairie dogs can be captured with prolonged effort, there is a steep drop off in 
trapping success after about 80 percent of the animals have been trapped. Continuing 
trapping after that point increases costs per animal captured significantly and precludes 
the relocator moving to another site. Relocation costs vary greatly depending upon site. 
The average cost to trap and relocate approximately 95 percent of the animals is 
estimated at $4,400 per acre. The estimated cost of trapping until 80% of animals are 
caught is about $3,000 per acre.  


 
COMMENT: To cut down on costs and to increase numbers relocated to the Southern 
Grasslands where the goal is to create a sustainable prairie dog ecosystem, please 
organize an effort to reach out to community volunteers. Experienced relocators would be 
willing to volunteer to assist the city in trapping and relocating the remaining 20%.  


 
QUESTION: The relocation cost at Foothills/Waneka Grassland in 2012/2013 was 
approximately $1,714 an acre. The Foothills/Waneka relocation may provide a good cost 
scenario that should be included in the relocation average.  At a minimum, relocation 
costs vary and that should be represented instead of only the high end of the spectrum.  
 
16. Page 20: 
QUESTION: Please state why does the City not take advantage of the disturbed soils 
created in artificial burrow installation to add native seed back into the grassland. This is 
common practice with other land managers in the region. The City repeatedly states the 
one-sided view of the negative results of relocation. Rocky Flats NWR is using 
reintroduced prairie dogs to reduce noxious weeds across the street of the Southern 
Grassland Preserve.  
 







 
17. OSMP Statement from Page 21:  
Prairie dog contraception as means of population control/reduction and alternative to 
lethal controls is limited by several factors, including mode of delivery, toxicity and 
effects upon non-target species and availability.  
 
COMMENT: The cost of contraceptives would likely fall between the cost of dusting an 
acre of burrows underground with insecticide and relocating prairie dogs. Additionally, 
this method could likely be researched or tested on a plot or small set of acres to reduce 
the number of acres in conflict.  


 
18. Page 23: 
COMMENT: Please state and include what happens to a prairie dog when they are 
captured and killed by carbon dioxide and carbon monoxide.  


 
19. Page 25, Table A-8:  
QUESTION: The total number of acres occupied by prairie dogs is 2,709: true or false?  
 
If true, this is below the maximum desired threshold stated range of 800-3,137 occupied 
acreage. If false, please explain.  
 
20. OSMP Statement from Page 30:  
Community members submitted several comments regarding that OSMP emulate the 
prairie dog management of Boulder County Parks & Open Space. 
 
COMMENT: While this may make sense in certain locations, Boulder County could be 
doing a lot better on their non-lethal prairie dog management. Keep Boulder Wild and 
other groups will and have recently submitted comments with this sentiment to Boulder 
County.  
 
QUESTION: Does the 967 acres include the transition areas mentioned on pg. 30? If not, 
how many additional animals would now be considered for lethal control?  


 
Overall:  
We appreciate staff very much, and also the stakeholder’s two-year participation in the 
Prairie Dog Working Group that minimizes lethal control. Minimizing lethal control is 
something the Open Space Board of Trustees should be taking seriously for City of 
Boulder residents and tax payers.  
 
Any removal must be accompanied by effective means of excluding re-colonization.  


 
This expedited process marginalizes minimizing lethal control on our public lands and 
language used throughout the evaluation alludes to the point that many more than 20,000-
30,000 prairie dogs’ lives hang in the balance of this decision (19,340 prairie dogs 
represent a low average of 20 prairie dogs per acre and 29,010 represent a high average 
of prairie dogs per acre multiplied by the stated project area of 967 acres). 







III 
Request for extension of comment period until February 18 


 
We would like to request an extension of the public comment period until Tuesday, Feb. 
18, as the end of the current comment period falls on a Sunday. 







FEBRUARY 4, 2020 COMMENTS ON:  
OSBT/OSMP EVALUATION OF EXPEDITED PRAIRIE DOG 

MANAGEMENT OPTIONS 
Submitted on behalf of Keep Boulder Wild 

to osmpinput@bouldercolorado.gov 
Lindsey SterlingKrank, Carse Pustmueller, and Taylor Jones 

I 
Our scenario for how to reduce conflicts on irrigated agricultural lands where prairie 

dog numbers are high 

• Reduce the size of the conflict area.
o It is our understanding that there are two lease areas in the project area

(Boulder Valley Ranch and Axelson/Johnson) that have significant
conflicts and that reducing the conflict on these areas was the purpose of
creating an Expedited Plan. The Expedited Plan should focus on these two
areas of most conflict (BVR has prairie dogs on 322 acres of irrigated land
(53% of the lease area); Axelson/Johnson has 319 occupied acres (50% of
the lease area), thus realistically increasing the chance of success and
decreasing the number of prairie dogs on the areas where doing so is most
important. The remaining leases on irrigated agricultural (ag) lands in the
project area are minimally impacted by prairie dogs (less than 12% of the
remaining irrigated ag leases are occupied by prairie dogs) and should and
can be managed by implementing the PDWG recommendations.

o Instead of removing all 967 acres of prairie dogs in conflict, remove only 
25% (Q1) or 50% (Q2) on BVR and Axelson/Johnson leases using non-
lethal options. This action responds adequately, economically, and 
realistically to the conflicts on these leases and significantly decreases the 
number of prairie dogs needing to be removed from the irrigated ag lands 
in the project area. 

• Minimize lethal control by using lethal methods only after exhausting the
following non-lethal options:

o Implement the PDWG fundamental principle (agreed upon by all PDWG
participants) to emphasize non-lethal methods of control and to minimize
lethal control.

o Allow co-existence of prairie dogs on irrigated agricultural (ag) lands,
where feasible, by installing barriers to separate the prairie dogs from ag
activities.

o Provide barriers on irrigated ag lands having prairie dogs and adjacent to
private land to reduce conflicts with neighbors and decrease removal
activities from private lands.

o Increase capacity to relocate prairie dogs away from irrigated ag land
conflict areas.

o Collaborate with community partners (e.g., Prairie Dog Coalition or
Defenders of Wildlife) to implement conflict prevention strategies and for
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volunteers to relocate the remaining 20% of untrapped/unrelocated prairie 
dogs (that would otherwise be killed) away from city efforts. 

o Pilot a minimum of two conservation leases (either leases between the
City and co-lessees (both the ag tenant and the conservation
organization/group) or leases between the City and a conservation entity;
See 2019 Keep Boulder Wild alternative lease recommendations). This
provides lease income to the City and allows for ag and prairie dogs to co-
exist on some irrigated ag lands and/or for some leased ag lands to be
leased for prairie dog conservation purposes instead of for ag purposes.

o Make changes to the Wildlife Protection Ordinance to increase
coexistence and allow for burrow destruction by ag operations under
certain conditions.

o Work with Colorado Parks & Wildlife to speed up and simplify the
relocation permit process so that the City can obtain permits in a more
time-efficient manner and for more relocations either through appointed
staff or a consultant

o Modify leases annually based on precipitation and wildlife occupation to
reflect a stasis yield for lessees by entering into conservation leases with a
land trust and maintain habitat for wildlife on irrigated lands occupied up
to 25%.

• Integrate the PDWG Recommendations and the Expedited Plan. They should not
be considered separate projects.

o The PDWG Overarching Prairie Dog Conservation Goal: Sustainably
conserve prairie dogs in the Boulder Region by implementing the
following ecological, social, and economic goals, objectives and strategies
(as outlined in the recommendations).

o The Expedited Plan’s project area is a subset of the area within the
Boulder Region. As such, the PDWG goals should serve as the umbrella
under which the Expedited Plan exists. PDWG’s fundamental principles,
as well as its ecological, social, and economic goals, objectives, and
strategies, should be those of the Expedited Plan as well. This gives us all
a guiding principle for this process which we are currently lacking.

• Do not allow removal, especially lethal removal, on properties where preventing
reoccupation is not feasible. Lethal removal under such circumstances would lead
to repeated killing of wildlife on public open space.

• Respectfully, Colorado is a fence-out state. The Shulers’ are performing their duty
on their own private lands to keep wildlife from migrating from public lands to
private lands. This scenario plays out in every state over multiple species. We
have offered to help with their barrier installation and costs, but they have
maintained they only want the prairie dogs gone. While we can understand
wanting to use irrigated lands for plans other than prairie dogs, the lands in
question are public lands hosting a native, keystone species.
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II 
Specific Comments in Response to OSMP Statements (in orange) in the Expedited Plan 

Evaluation 
 
1. OSMP Statement from Page 1: 
Following an April recommendation by the OSBT, in May the City Council directed 
OSMP staff to undertake an expedited review of the management of irrigated lands 
occupied by prairie dogs, with a focus north of Jay Road. 
 
COMMENT: The Expedited Plan was created in response to a need to decrease prairie 
dog numbers on two irrigated ag land lease areas in the Northern Grasslands (specifically 
Boulder Valley Ranch and Axelson/Johnson lease areas) where conflicts are a concern to 
the lessees. The Expedited Plan should be limited to those two lease areas, and not 
include all 967 acres of irrigated ag lands in the project area that have prairie dogs. 
Creating an expedited plan for all 967 acres would potentially include removing or killing 
19,340 to 29,010 prairie dogs.  
 
2. OSMP Statement from Page 6: 
Outside of the project area, prairie dogs occupy an additional 292 acres of irrigable land 
on OSMP-managed properties. It is anticipated that the approach and many of the 
strategies developed through this process could be applied to those areas. 
 
COMMENT and QUESTION: The PDWG created recommendations for all city-owned 
lands having prairie dogs, and this expedited plan is a specific plan for specific problem 
leases on irrigated ag lands in the project area. It is concerning that OSMP is considering 
the use of actions and strategies in the Expedited Plan for application on other city-owned 
lands outside of the project area for which the Expedited Plan is being created. We are 
concerned the PDWG recommendations will be usurped and discarded over time by the 
Expedited Plan and by the future use of the Expedited Plan on additional prairie dog 
habitat in the future. What plan does the City have to prevent this from happening, in 
order to prevent all the good work of PDWG from being undone?  
 
QUESTIONS:  

a. What is the City going to do to keep prairie dogs on the North landscape in the 
face of imminent plague epizootics? What is the City going to do to maintain 
prairie dogs on the landscape in the Northern Grassland?  
 
If we are going to do an expedited removal, then we need to do an expedited 
implementation of plague management tools to conserve prairie dogs on the 
landscape. 

 
If we are considering using plague management as a lethal tool, we are 
responsible for putting a mechanism in place to limit the toll. As we are looking 
towards a more stasis population that is less boom-and-bust, we must consider 
applying insecticide strategically in limited underground burrows to protect some 
of our prairie dogs in and/or adjacent to the project area.  
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b. Where is the proof that removing prairie dogs is going to improve irrigated lands, 
both immediately and in the long-term? Please provide scientific proof that prairie 
dogs are decreasing carbon sequestration and/or soil health and not playing their 
keystone role on irrigated ag lands. 

If prairie dogs are removed from irrigated ag lands, data should be collected from 
both on and off colonies on irrigated ag lands for a ten-year period to compare 
results. 

c. If the data are just from the single Bennett property, how do staff and Trustees
justify making lethal wildlife decisions on public lands based on one data set 
collected over one year?  Please explain. 

3. OSMP Statement from Pages 1-2:
Staff then evaluated each of the potential actions regarding their benefit and feasibility.
For benefit, staff considered several factors:

a) Scope: The degree to which the action would allow OSMP to more fully meet
charter goals.  Staff examined how fully would the strategy allow for the
implementation of Master Plan Strategy ATT.3, and implement the Master, Ag
and Grassland Plans.

COMMENT: The Charter does not specifically state that 100% of the irrigated ag lands 
be used for ag. The City can set/change its goal for what percentage of irrigated ag lands 
should be used for ag purposes and what percentage for other uses.  

b) Spatial Scale: The degree to which the action is likely to be effective across
the project area.
c) Contribution: How much the action contributes to addressing the situation.
This factor also required staff to examine what other actions would be needed to
ensure success.
d) Duration: Will the action secure a long-lasting outcome or is it a temporary
fix?

COMMENT: Effectiveness, Contribution and Duration of an action must be determined 
by subsequent actions, e.g., if prairie dogs are removed from an area, actions need to be 
taken to insure that the prairie dogs won’t re-establish the take site.  

QUESTION: Were protections from re-colonizing (e.g., subsequent actions) included in 
OSMP’s determination of “effectiveness of an action” and of estimated costs to 
implement the Expedited Plan? 

4. OSMP Statement from Page 2-3:
The city seeks to ensure that all 6,641 acres of irrigable fields are leased and in
agricultural production, and that the water delivery infrastructure that supports irrigated
agriculture is in acceptable condition.
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COMMENT: In the Project Area there are: 
• 5,000 acres of OSMP land of which 2,400 acres are irrigable lands.
• Of these 2,400 acres, 967 acres have prairie dogs

o 690 acres are leased to producers (private landowners)
o 280 acres managed by OSMP

Ensuring the removal of all prairie dogs on all 967 acres is overkill (no pun intended), 
unrealistic, absolutist, economically unfeasible, and unfair to other uses of irrigable lands. 
Prairie dogs can be compatible with some irrigated ag lands where passive relocations 
can be implemented and barriers can be installed to separate prairie dogs from conflict 
areas on the property. There must be some reasonable approach to the overcrowding 
problem. The Charter’s goal of preserving agricultural uses and land suitable for 
agricultural production can be met without removing all prairie dogs from all irrigated ag 
lands. The PDWG discussed this at length and came up with several recommendations to 
help resolve conflicts between prairie dogs and irrigated ag lands. The PDWG 
recommendations should be implemented and their use exhausted before any lethal 
control occurs on the irrigated ag lands in the project area. 

5. OSMP Statement from Page 3:
The most widespread impacts from prairie dog occupation on irrigated lands are reduced
agricultural productivity and changes to the type of agricultural use. The typical
transformation can be described as follows: Initially, irrigated hayfields are switched to
irrigated grazing land as prairie dog occupation makes the operation of haying equipment
difficult or impossible. As populations increase and the area of prairie dog occupation
increases, irrigation becomes too difficult or impossible. If prairie dogs fully occupy an
irrigated field, there is typically no benefit to continue agricultural operations, and the
property is taken out of agricultural production – and often removed from the agricultural
lease program. Damage to the irrigation infrastructure from the direct effects of prairie
dogs or from lack of use and maintenance have resulted in degradation of open space
assets, reducing the long-term agricultural or ecological sustainability of the land.

COMMENT: This is unfair. This is exactly the kind of language that makes all of our 
jobs harder. It vilifies the animal and singles the prairie dog out despite there being 
multiple variables at play. Past land uses, including ag itself, are causing widespread 
impacts and making ag use unproductive. Please amend this document or rhetoric to 
include the fact that prairie dogs are not the sole cause of the state of our lands and that 
historic land uses, including cattle grazing and agriculture, combined with climate 
change, contribute to the current scenario.  

6. OSMP Statement from Page 3, Para 6- 4th sentence:
Until very recently, OSMP’s relocation needs were not prioritized and relatively few
relocation projects could be implemented. As a result, prairie dog populations continued
to expand in Removal and Transition areas.
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COMMENT: This is unfair. Prairie dog population expansion in the areas of concern is 
not only a result of OSMP’s relocation needs not being prioritized; it is also a result of 
the long amount of time it takes for the City to file and process a CPW permit in addition 
to the too-strict criteria placed on grassland preserves to be receiving sites, resulting in 
years when no receiving sites were available. Please adjust this language to be more 
realistic and encompassing of all the factors involved.  
 
7. Charter Purpose Table from Page 4.  
QUESTION: Please explain how ag meets the second purpose. Also, we suggest both 
prairie dogs and ag could be used for the 5th purpose, “preservation of passive 
recreational use…” 
 
9. Page 9: 
QUESTION: What other management tools have not been successful as mentioned in 
paragraph 2, “Values”? 
 
10.  OSMP Statement from Pages 10-11: 
Both the community meeting and the online engagement in fall 2019 asked participants 
to answer the question: “What is most important to protect when figuring out how to 
manage irrigated lands with lots of prairie dogs living in them?”  The respondents were 
prompted with the suggested responses in the table and were given the opportunity to 
provide other entries if the available options did not reflect what was important to them.  

Response Options (or “write in” others)  
• Animals dependent upon prairie dogs 
•  Farming and ranching on OSMP  
• Grasslands plants and soils to capture carbon  
• Land management goals of OSMP neighbors  
• Lives of individual prairie dogs  

Although not a statistically valid survey, the responses to this question helped OSMP get 
an impression about what was important to community-engagement participants. 
 
COMMENT:  The response options provided to the community in the Values Exercise 
were weighted in favor of non-prairie dog uses on irrigated ag lands, which contributed to 
the results OSMP received from the exercise. The overarching goal of the PDWG was to 
“sustainably conserve prairie dogs in the Boulder Region” by implementing the PDWG’s 
recommendations. This would have been a stronger option than “lives of individual 
prairie dogs,” which downplays the importance of preserving prairie dog habitat and 
protecting prairie dog colonies. This survey shows an unconscious bias against prairie 
dogs. Please work with a social scientist to curb this damaging rhetoric. Please also note 
we recognize the City does better than other agencies in this regard, however, the 
language is still damaging and does a disservice to the education needed on behalf of this 
imperiled ecosystem inside and outside of this expedited process context.  
 
11.  OSMP STATEMENT from Page 10: 
Many people opposed the use of lethal control of prairie dogs because of the reductions 
in populations of the black-tailed prairie dog throughout its historic range. Several people 
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commented that prairie dogs should not be killed because they were present on the 
landscape before agriculture and are acting naturally in their native range, whereas 
agriculture is introduced and artificial. Others alluded to the important role that prairie 
dogs play in structuring grasslands and the cascading effects on other species from killing 
prairie dogs. Other comments expressed a belief that killing prairie dogs is fundamentally 
wrong, disrespectful and does not demonstrate compassion for life or that lethal control 
takes an emotional toll on the community.  

COMMENT: Add: “One of the PDWG’s fundamental principles, agreed upon by all 
participants, was that non-lethal methods of control should be used and exhausted before 
lethal control measures are implemented (e.g, emphasize non-lethal options and minimize 
lethal).” 

This principle should also be a fundamental principle of the Expedited Plan. OSMP 
should incorporate the PDWG recommendations into the Expedited Plan and not proceed 
as if they are two separate, unrelated, and unintegrated plans.  

12. OSMP STATEMENT from Page 13, Table 6 (and later in document):
Law/Code/Policy Changes

• Allow tenants to control prairie dogs

COMMENT: While we understand some of the benefits of allowing tenants to control 
prairie dogs, we cannot support this. Allowing lease tenants to control prairie dogs gives 
them too much authority over public lands. These lands are public OSMP lands and do 
not belong to the lease tenants, who may not follow best practices. Prairie dog control 
options require OSMP oversight, period.) 

• Change prairie dog management designations

COMMENT: This issue was discussed by the PDWG. The Prairie Dog Conservation 
Areas (PDCs) are touted as habitat where only prairie dogs have priority.  The reality is 
that PDCs are small pieces of habitat usually surrounded by development. Prairie dog 
populations on PDCs have no opportunity to expand and become sustainable parts of a 
larger prairie dog ecosystem, one of the main objectives of the PDWG. The PDWG 
entertained the idea of creating PDCs on the Southern Grasslands to help create a 
sustainable prairie dog ecosystem there for eventual release of black footed ferrets. The 
limited habitat on PDCs is another reason why prairie dogs should be allowed to occur on 
irrigated ag lands when compatible and mitigatable.  

Additionally, changing designations of irrigable lands occupied by prairie dogs to 
something else could reduce the number of lands in conflict. For example, changing the 
designation of 50 acres of irrigated lands occupied by prairie dogs to MOA and then 
adding 50 acres of Grassland Preserve to agriculture leased for bee keeping and forbs 
could provide an alternative that has multi-stakeholder support and reduce number of 
acres in conflict. 
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• Reducing/removing agriculture from irrigated lands
o Consider conservation leases

COMMENT: This option is summarily dismissed in the Expedited Plan evaluation. It 
should be given serious consideration. It makes sense to a) add a conservation partner(s) 
to the most conflicted leases (the conservation entity and the ag lessee share the cost of 
the annual lease depending on prairie dog populations) or b) remove ag leases and ag 
uses on some of the existing most conflicted lease areas and instead create a conservation 
lease (the conservation group would pay for the annual leases). The City retains its 
income, conflict irrigated ag lands is decreased and more suitable prairie dog habitat is 
available.  

• Don’t lease irrigable OSMP when occupied by prairie dogs

COMMENT: Yes. See comment immediately above. 

• Don’t lease land for agriculture
• Modify agriculture goals to allow prairie dogs to coexist with agriculture

COMMENT: This is a good idea, especially allowing prairie dogs to remain on irrigated 
ag lands where non-lethal methods (relocation, barriers, passive relocations, etc.) can 
decrease conflicts with ag. 

State of Colorado 
• Work with Colorado Division of Parks and Wildlife to modify relocation policies

and practices

COMMENT: Yes. If removal is rated as a high need, then this responsible goal needs to 
be rated high as well. Please appoint someone or hire a consultant to work with the state 
to improve prairie dog relocation permitting process. 

• Change state law to allow landowners in other counties to receive relocated
prairie dogs

COMMENT: The Humane Society of the United States (HSUS) currently has legislative 
language proposed that would provide a solution here. Please reach out to the City’s 
legislative and lobbyist aides (Adam or Carl) and ask them to contact the HSUS and their 
lobbyist Christopher Votoupal at vga@chrisvotoupal.com for details on how the City 
might help.  

13. OSMP STATEMENT from Table 7, Page 15 (concerning the PDWG):
Summary of benefit and feasibility ratings for actions to address irrigable fields occupied
by prairie dogs. Starred (*) items are actions currently in use by OSMP.
COVERED BY PRAIRIE DOG WORKING GROUP (PDWG) RECOMMENDATIONS

a. Don't use lethal control until all non-lethal options are exhausted*
b. Economic benefit model
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c. Lease cost forgiveness/compensate for lost production.
d. Pilot PDWG economic recommendations
e. Reimburse private owners

COMMENTS: 
• The PDWG and Expedited plan should not be separate projects.
• The OSMP Expedited Plan Evaluation states that the PDWG

recommendations and the Expedited Plan are separate projects. However, it
also states “staff is aware that the PDWG and the expedited process need to be
integrated projects.”

• Use Principles of PDWG in the expedited process (e.g., exhaust non-lethal
prior to any lethal use, etc.)

14. Page 16:
COMMENT: Please add the number of animals proposed to be killed/ removed to the
table on page 16 titled “Management scenarios…”

15. OSMP Statement from Pages 19-20:
When considering relocation, the percentage of the estimated population to be removed
by trapping is an important factor affecting both the cost and duration of a project. While
more prairie dogs can be captured with prolonged effort, there is a steep drop off in
trapping success after about 80 percent of the animals have been trapped. Continuing
trapping after that point increases costs per animal captured significantly and precludes
the relocator moving to another site. Relocation costs vary greatly depending upon site.
The average cost to trap and relocate approximately 95 percent of the animals is
estimated at $4,400 per acre. The estimated cost of trapping until 80% of animals are
caught is about $3,000 per acre.

COMMENT: To cut down on costs and to increase numbers relocated to the Southern 
Grasslands where the goal is to create a sustainable prairie dog ecosystem, please 
organize an effort to reach out to community volunteers. Experienced relocators would be 
willing to volunteer to assist the city in trapping and relocating the remaining 20%.  

QUESTION: The relocation cost at Foothills/Waneka Grassland in 2012/2013 was 
approximately $1,714 an acre. The Foothills/Waneka relocation may provide a good cost 
scenario that should be included in the relocation average.  At a minimum, relocation 
costs vary and that should be represented instead of only the high end of the spectrum.  

16. Page 20:
QUESTION: Please state why does the City not take advantage of the disturbed soils
created in artificial burrow installation to add native seed back into the grassland. This is
common practice with other land managers in the region. The City repeatedly states the
one-sided view of the negative results of relocation. Rocky Flats NWR is using
reintroduced prairie dogs to reduce noxious weeds across the street of the Southern
Grassland Preserve.
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17. OSMP Statement from Page 21:
Prairie dog contraception as means of population control/reduction and alternative to
lethal controls is limited by several factors, including mode of delivery, toxicity and
effects upon non-target species and availability.

COMMENT: The cost of contraceptives would likely fall between the cost of dusting an 
acre of burrows underground with insecticide and relocating prairie dogs. Additionally, 
this method could likely be researched or tested on a plot or small set of acres to reduce 
the number of acres in conflict.  

18. Page 23:
COMMENT: Please state and include what happens to a prairie dog when they are
captured and killed by carbon dioxide and carbon monoxide.

19. Page 25, Table A-8:
QUESTION: The total number of acres occupied by prairie dogs is 2,709: true or false?

If true, this is below the maximum desired threshold stated range of 800-3,137 occupied 
acreage. If false, please explain.  

20. OSMP Statement from Page 30:
Community members submitted several comments regarding that OSMP emulate the
prairie dog management of Boulder County Parks & Open Space.

COMMENT: While this may make sense in certain locations, Boulder County could be 
doing a lot better on their non-lethal prairie dog management. Keep Boulder Wild and 
other groups will and have recently submitted comments with this sentiment to Boulder 
County.  

QUESTION: Does the 967 acres include the transition areas mentioned on pg. 30? If not, 
how many additional animals would now be considered for lethal control?  

Overall:  
We appreciate staff very much, and also the stakeholder’s two-year participation in the 
Prairie Dog Working Group that minimizes lethal control. Minimizing lethal control is 
something the Open Space Board of Trustees should be taking seriously for City of 
Boulder residents and tax payers.  

Any removal must be accompanied by effective means of excluding re-colonization. 

This expedited process marginalizes minimizing lethal control on our public lands and 
language used throughout the evaluation alludes to the point that many more than 20,000-
30,000 prairie dogs’ lives hang in the balance of this decision (19,340 prairie dogs 
represent a low average of 20 prairie dogs per acre and 29,010 represent a high average 
of prairie dogs per acre multiplied by the stated project area of 967 acres). 
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III 
Request for extension of comment period until February 18 

We would like to request an extension of the public comment period until Tuesday, Feb. 
18, as the end of the current comment period falls on a Sunday. 
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From: Marcus McCauley
To: OSMP Input; OSBT-Web; Council
Subject: Prairie Dog Concerns
Date: Tuesday, February 4, 2020 11:39:47 PM

External Sender
I'm writing you from the frontlines of prairie dog impact. I am a local regenerative farmer,
concerned citizen of North Boulder County, Open Space neighbor, and lover of animals and
soil.

A dust storm during Christmas 3 years ago blew a large portion of topsoil from City of
Boulder Open Space (the Bennett property), adjoining us to the west, onto our property.
Almost all day, the visibility on our farm was reduced to a few hundred feet because of Open
Space soil in the air (it took millennia to build that soil, then Open Space owns it for about 10
years, and it's suddenly gone in a day). Several inches of soil fell onto our spring lambing
pasture, delaying the emergence of our spring forage by several weeks, which harmed our
business. Our bees were sandblasted and left their hives never to return. A quarter to half-inch
of soil was on our screened-in porch and outdoor furniture (so we installed screen covers
throughout our patio because we don't know how often Open Space dirt will visit us).

Over the last two seasons, I have been involved in a project to restore that Bennett Open Space
land. We have used the same practices on Bennett that we have been using on our farm:
holistic management, keyline design with flood irrigation, compost, and annual covercrops.
We made progress in our first year, with germination of the annuals and hopes that this would
give us a foothold to get perennials germinated and growing.  We were encouraged and
heartened that the resources invested and the hardwork we put in would pay off, and that the
land would begin to recover. Unfortunately, the prairie dogs destroyed all of our progress.
This was devastating to see and experience.

Unfortunately and reluctantly, I must now advocate for the lethal control of prairie dogs. I
have tried to manage land without lethal control, on my farm and Open Space, and things are
getting worse and worse. I'm saying this with experience, having spent my own blood, sweat,
and tears, on my own farm and Open Space, trying to regenerate the land without lethal
control. I do not believe it is possible to regenerate the land without lethal control. 

More broadly speaking, humans have broken these brittle lands and ecosystems, and 
they won't be healed by do-nothing preservation. Important ecological functions are 
now missing, and we must fix them. We must take responsibility for what we have 
broken. We must play a conscious healing role, even if it means making difficult 
decisions. 

Specifically, some of the missing functions are:

There aren't enough natural predators of the prairie dogs to keep the prairie dog 
numbers down through predation alone.
The prairie dogs can't move off their land due to fencing, etc. 
Ruminants are not grazing the lands and building topsoil and denser, taller 
stands of grass. 
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Large predators are not forcing ruminants to mob graze.

We must be willing to serve as these missing/broken functions for the ecologies since 
we broke these functions. If we truly love the land, then we need to do what is 
necessary and what is right for the whole system. We need to actively manage the 
lands, which means that in order to solve the above problems, we need to play the 
role of predator in these ecologies by managing prairie dog numbers lethally, and 
move them off the land since they can't move themselves, move grazing animals in, 
and manage them holistically. 

I believe we can reverse the desertification of Our Open Space lands, and that they 
can be more diverse, support more life, sequester carbon (the degraded lands must 
currently be a net carbon emitter), and harvest more water IF we are willing to allow 
ourselves the tools that serve as the ecological functions that these beautiful natural 
systems need.

I've attached photos of the soil deposition that occurred during the dust storm I mentioned.
Almost all of the accumulated soil that you see along the fenceline that separates our farm
from Bennett was deposited in this one wind event. All of this soil came from Bennett.
Unfortunately, our young sheep could walk right over the fence all along the fence line after
the soil was deposited.

Also attached is me standing just a couple hundred feet to the west of that fence line, on
Bennett Open Space property. There used to be 12 inches of topsoil where I'm standing, but
now only subsoil (B horizon) is left. It is almost gravel. 

Lastly, the photo of the green growth is almost that exact same section of Bennett property,
but this time it is after we've achieved the annual germination along our keylines. This was all
destroyed by the prairie dogs.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or need any more info.

Sincerely
, 
Marcus McCauley
Farm Manager - McCauley Family Farms, LLC
Founder of Foremother Foods, LLC
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From: William Stonehocker
To: Council
Subject: Prairie Dog management options in irrigable lands of OSMP.
Date: Tuesday, February 4, 2020 11:54:54 PM

External Sender
Dear Boulder City Council,

My wife and I own farm ground that we raise grass hay and board horses on.  Our property borders Boulder County open space that
shares borders with city OSMP on the Brewbaker-Sorensson property.  We purchased the property two years ago and were happy to have
Boulder County as a neighbor since it was open grassland that was being leased for grazing cattle.  It was not long after we bought the
property that we noticed we had a few prairie dogs on our property that we had not noticed before.  I found out that the PDs were coming
from OSMP property to the south west of us.  Also later that summer I noticed a few PDs on the county property just to the west of us.  I
was very discouraged and dishearten to hear that the City has a poor record of being able to deal with prairie dog control on open space
lands.  My family has been farming along the front range for three generations and in my 60 years I have seen productive neighboring
properties turn to dusty weed patches due to unchecked prairie dog colonies.  It has been a near constant battle dealing with migrating
PDs on the family farm.

Since we only had a few PDs I decided to shoot them because I don’t like to use poison or Phos-Toxin if I don’t have to.  I also think it is
more humane.  I was able to clear our property that first winter but next spring I had 3 more show up and before I could clear them I
drove in one day and had 10 more.  It took me most of the summer to clear those and fill holes and then two more moved in later in the
fall.  It is very frustrating that I must deal with this problem because OSMP cannot control the prairie dog colony expansion on their
lands.  I am more saddened to think of what will happen to the property just to the west of us if nothing changes.  All I have to do is look
to the south when the wind blows to see the dust clouds coming off the prairie dog colony that looks like it was overgrazed.  Since
nothing is being done to stop them it will only be several years and it will be in the same state.

I am hopeful after reading the management review of irrigated fields draft that there is consideration of using lethal control.  I can tell you
from experience that you will not win the battle of prairie dog over expansion without some component of lethal control.  

Please, Please, Please consider your responsibility to take care of these beautiful irrigated properties that may be forever changed if
nothing is done.  

Sincerely,

Bill & Terri Stonehocker
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From: Kristina Williams
To: OSMP Input; OSBT-Web; Council
Subject: Prairie Dogs
Date: Tuesday, February 11, 2020 11:30:18 PM

External Sender
Some thoughts:
I'm with Elizabeth Black on this.  Prairie dogs in the city and county need to be seriously
controlled, effectively, humanely, cost effectively, and with the least damage to the
environment as possible.

Prairie dogs themselves in suburban areas have an extremely detrimental effect on pollinator
habitat.  They turn native prairie habitat with hundreds of species of plants supporting
hundreds of species of bees into a wasteland of 1-2 plant species, which are usually invasive.
Our thin topsoils are eroded by wind and water.  What's left absorbs and radiates heat without
the cooling effects of vegetation.  There's no cover or food for anything else either. This is true
of field and stream borders too, which could otherwise be excellent pollinator habitat, even if a
field is under cultivation.

There are pros and cons to Open Space lands being farmed, but the whole OS system
depends in part on the income from those leases to keep itself going. Fact of life.

I've done live trapping to census small mammals, some of it on Boulder Open Space.  Unless
animals are released within hours the stress on a wild animal is incredible and can't really be
understood by a human used to household pets.  Live trapping prairie dogs is a lesson in
futility.  They just don't go into traps.  Quick kill is more humane and carbon dioxide (I think
it's this and not CO) has no residual and the fleas stay in the burrow until people can vacate the
area.

Yeah, prairie dogs were here before the City of Boulder was, but their towns could move
around. They had predators.  They didn't have plague (it's European) to spread to humans and
pets (which can run through prairie dog towns).  They did, and do, have tularemia. In cities,
the contact with humans is just too close. (There are two cottontails that sit on our front lawn.
Jeff said they had to have names.  I named them Tularemia "Tula" and Yersinia "Yersi".)

DeltaDust. Risk = Toxicity + Exposure.
It's highly toxic to insects, especially to bees.  Risk also has to do with exposure.  I don't

know that the bee community is very diverse in a PD town.  There's nothing there for them. So
at the time of application, the risk is probably low although bees do visit bindweed flowers.
For the next 8 years when the land is regenerating, it could certainly be a problem for our
native bees, most (~75%) of which nest in the ground.  It will break down faster in sunlight
and water, but underground . . .  Treating all the burrows to control fleas in a general way is
clearly not environmentally sound.  The label doesn't even say "do not apply on windy days"
or "apply in the evening when bees are not visiting the area".

So,
Yes, CO2 for the PDs.
No, DeltaDust for the fleas.
Yes, Boulder here's an easy way to increase pollinator habitat.
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Cheers,
Kristina Williams
Entomologist (CU EPOB), beekeeper, native bee expert
Boulder County, CO
11 Feb 2020

City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks 
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP Occupied by Prairie Dogs 
Engagement Window 2 Compendium of Community Input

Page 261



From: Brendan Synnott
To: OSMP Input; OSBT-Web; Council
Cc: Kelley Brupbacher
Subject: Boulder Country Resident that Borders Open Space - Prairie Dog Issues
Date: Monday, February 10, 2020 8:01:49 AM

External Sender
Hello-
My name is Brendan Synnott.  I live at  Rd in Longmont.  Our property borders
open space that is infested with Prairie Dogs.

I'm writing to ask you to eliminate them as they are causing damage to our personal property.
We have spent over $20,000 trying to stop them from infesting our land by building
fences and fixing the holes and mounds they are making on our private property.

We have 4 young children and 2 dogs and are concerned about the diseases they harbor and
could potential spread to our family and the ongoing obstacles they make in our lawn.  I am so
scared my kids and dogs will step in a hole and break their leg.

I have lived in Boulder for over 10 years.  I love Boulder's commitment to open space and
nature.  However, these animals are destroying the public landscape, and now are destroying
my private property because the population of prairie dogs is out of control.  They are a risk to
my family.

I'm fearful that it is also now hurting the property value of my home.  I am certain it costing
me money to fix the problems they have already caused.

I beg you to address the issue to protect my family, my property value and the beautiful public
lands we all share in this town.

I believe at this point the only way to address the problem is with lethal means.

Thank you for listening. Please feel free to contact me with any questions or if you would
like to come out and see the fences we have built and the many holes in our lawn where our
kids and dogs play.

Brendan and Kelley Synnott

Longmont CO 80503
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From: Timothy Seastedt
To: OSMP Input; OSBT-Web; Council
Subject: Comments on need for changes in prairie dog management
Date: Sunday, February 9, 2020 8:35:36 AM
Attachments: letter_020620.pdf

External Sender
Please consider the information in the attached letter addressing Boulder prairie dog
management.
Thanks,
Tim seastedt
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Institute of Arctic and Alpine Research 
University of Colorado 
Campus Box 450 
Boulder, CO 80309-0450 

February 6, 2020 

Dear Boulder organizations attempting to manage prairie dog populations: 

Based upon the peer-reviewed and academic citations provided at the end of this letter, I feel I’m well versed in 
discussing prairie dog interactions with vegetation and soils in and around Boulder.  That, and having worked 
on vegetation-soil interactions in the Great Plains region since the 1980s should be relevant here. Facts matter, 
and factual information seems to not have been given adequate weight in some earlier decisions regarding the 
management of prairie dogs on Boulder lands. 

Prairie dogs are indeed keystone species under a fairly wide set of conditions, and these animals continue to 
provide habitat for species of concern in the Boulder area such as burrowing owls.  They deserve protection in 
some areas for that reason.  That said, the absence of sufficient predators on this species, combined with the 
constraints put on prairie dog colony migration across the prairie landscape has altered their impacts on our 
lands. In some areas they have changed from keystone species to ecosystem transformers.  A dust storm coming 
from a Boulder prairie dog colony was the cover for the high-impact ecology journal, Frontiers in Ecology and 
the Environment (Vol 8, no 8, Oct, 2010).   Now, 10 years later, we still are seeing substantial surface soil 
erosion on our public lands.  We need to deal with this issue in a way that allows us to address both historical 
agricultural and landscape sustainability in an era of increasing aridity. 

I fully expect to provide all of our data and results that support the following conclusions that have “high 
probabilities” associated with the statements. (In addition to the published information referenced here, an 
additional effort is underway, but it exists only in fragments at this time.)  Under the conditions of most 
colonies in the Boulder region:  1) Prairie dogs reduce native plant species diversity and cover, and 2) Prairie 
dogs reduce soil carbon storage and soil carbon sequestration.  Of interest to note is that stakeholders would 
likely not understand or appreciate point #2 if stated 10 years ago.  This recognizes our better appreciation for 
ecosystem sustainability and acknowledges the need for a management plan with carbon sequestration given 
equal rank with conservation concerns.  While I’ve not studied prairie dogs on agricultural landscapes, their 
impacts on natural areas appear only amplified in agricultural areas where soils are already more vulnerable to 
erosion. 

While I acknowledge there has been a substantial reduction in black-tailed prairie dog habitat across its very 
broad historical range, the entire extirpation of this species from Boulder County would not likely impact the 
prairie dog’s long term survivorship.  However, I do favor keeping prairie dogs on the nesting areas of 
burrowing owls, and these areas are known.  Beyond that, removal and/or control of these animals by best 
practices seems essential if we’re going to use our lands that contribute to sustainable food production and the 
conservation and ecosystem services that contribute to human well-being. 
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I would be glad to provide additional information.  Thank you for your time and attention. 

Sincerely, 

 

Tim Seastedt                                                                                                                                                                          
Professor Emeritus, Department of Ecology and Evolutionary Biology,                                                               
Fellow, Institute of Arctic and Alpine Research 

 

Local prairie dog studies related to my lab that have been peer reviewed or vetted by graduate committees.  
(There exist earlier, compatible studies from other CU faculty). 

Beals, S.C. 2012. Prairie dogs (Cynomys ludovicianus) and vegetation dynamics in Boulder Colorado: A 
retrospective analysis..  MA Thesis, UC, Boulder. (Seastedt mentor) 

Olivier, M. 2013. Impacts of Urban Prairie Dogs on Soils in Boulder, Colorado.  Honors Thesis, UC, Boulder 
(Seastedt mentor). 
 
Seastedt, T.R., Laurel Hartley and Jesse Nippert.  2013.  Ecosystem transformations along the Colorado Front 
Range: Prairie dog interactions with multiple components of global environmental change.  Chpt 15 In:  
Richard Hobbs, Eric Higgs and Carol Hall (eds).  Novel Ecosystems: intervening in the new ecological world 
order. Wiley-Blackwell Press. 

Seastedt. T.R.  2013. The Management Framework in Practice: Prairie Dogs at the Urban Interface: 
Conservation Solutions when Ecosystem Change Drivers are Beyond the Scope of Management Actions. Chpt 
20 In:  Richard Hobbs, Eric Higgs and Carol Hall (eds).  Novel Ecosystems: intervening in the new ecological 
world order. Wiley-Blackwell Press. 

Beals, S. C., Hartley, L. M., Prevéy, J. S., & Seastedt, T. R. (2014). The effects of black�tailed prairie dogs on 
plant communities within a complex urban landscape: An ecological surprise. Ecology, 95(5), 1349-1359. 
 
Beals, S. C. (2015). Re-evaluating the Ecological Role of a Keystone Species at the Urban-Wildland Interface. 
PhD. Thesis, CU Boulder.  (Seastedt mentor) 
 
Beals, S. C., Preston, D. L., Wessman, C. A., & Seastedt, T. R. (2015). Resilience of a novel ecosystem after the 
loss of a keystone species: plague epizootics and urban prairie dog management. Ecosphere, 6(9), 1-13. 
 
Visel, M.D. 2015.  From extirpation to recolonization.  Plague mitigates prairie dog effects on plant 
communities.  M.A. Thesis, UC Denver (Laurel Hartley, mentor, Seastedt committee member) 
 
In Preparation:  Relationships among plant species, cover, management and soils of Boulder Open Space. 
(results from OSMP vegetation monitoring and soil sampling, 2018-present).  
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From: Weaver, Sam
To: Timothy Seastedt; OSMP Input; OSBT-Web; Council
Subject: RE: Comments on need for changes in prairie dog management
Date: Sunday, February 9, 2020 8:47:33 AM
Attachments: image003.png

Dr. Seastedt,

Thank you very much for your input.  I read your letter, and noted the citations that you wrote or
mentored with interest.

Since you sent your letter on INSTAAR letterhead and from a CU account, may I ask for clarification if
this is an official institutional position of INSTAAR and/or the University of Colorado, or if it is your
own informed opinion?

All the best,

Sam Weaver

weavers@bouldercolorado.gov
Phone: 303-416-6130

From: Timothy Seastedt <timothy.seastedt@colorado.edu> 
Sent: Sunday, February 9, 2020 8:35 AM
To: OSMP Input <osmpinput@bouldercolorado.gov>; OSBT-Web <OSBT-
Web@bouldercolorado.gov>; Council <council@bouldercolorado.gov>
Subject: Comments on need for changes in prairie dog management

External Sender
Please consider the information in the attached letter addressing Boulder prairie dog
management.
Thanks,
Tim seastedt
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From: Timothy Seastedt
To: Weaver, Sam; OSMP Input; OSBT-Web; Council
Subject: Comments on need for changes in prairie dog management
Date: Sunday, February 9, 2020 9:12:16 AM
Attachments: image003.png

Hi Sam,

I'm unaware that CU has a horse in this race.  (Although the critters might find South Campus
at any moment...)

This is not an official CU position, but rather the thoughts of someone who was paid by CU and
the federal government for this work.  Much of the research was funded by CU and federal
sources.  Further, the  finished work was vetted by other scientists from outside institutions
and authorship on these efforts include others than myself.  Thus, while these are my words,
the facts are the findings of multi-year efforts from more than one informed individual.  

Hope that helps.

Tim

From: Weaver, Sam <WeaverS@bouldercolorado.gov>
Sent: Sunday, February 9, 2020 8:47 AM
To: Timothy Seastedt <timothy.seastedt@colorado.edu>; OSMP Input
<osmpinput@bouldercolorado.gov>; OSBT-Web <OSBT-Web@bouldercolorado.gov>; Council
<council@bouldercolorado.gov>
Subject: RE: Comments on need for changes in prairie dog management

Dr. Seastedt,
 
Thank you very much for your input.  I read your letter, and noted the citations that you wrote or
mentored with interest.
 
Since you sent your letter on INSTAAR letterhead and from a CU account, may I ask for clarification if
this is an official institutional position of INSTAAR and/or the University of Colorado, or if it is your
own informed opinion?
 
All the best,
 

Sam Weaver
 

City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks 
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP Occupied by Prairie Dogs 
Engagement Window 2 Compendium of Community Input

Page 267



weavers@bouldercolorado.gov
Phone: 303-416-6130

From: Timothy Seastedt <timothy.seastedt@colorado.edu> 
Sent: Sunday, February 9, 2020 8:35 AM
To: OSMP Input <osmpinput@bouldercolorado.gov>; OSBT-Web <OSBT-
Web@bouldercolorado.gov>; Council <council@bouldercolorado.gov>
Subject: Comments on need for changes in prairie dog management

External Sender
Please consider the information in the attached letter addressing Boulder prairie dog
management.
Thanks,
Tim seastedt
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From: Tatiana Maxwell
To: OSMP Input; Council; OSBT-Web
Subject: Ecosystem survival and prairie dogs
Date: Wednesday, February 12, 2020 3:31:20 PM

External Sender

To Whom it May Concern:

As a long term resident of Boulder and a regular user and supporter of Boulder City and County Open Space and
Agricultural Lands, I have been increasingly concerned by the proliferation of prairie dogs and the impact it is
having on our agricultural lands.  We humans came into this space and have created unfortunate situations for
prairie dogs and other wildlife but not controlling what we have created is not an option.

As a taxpayer and supporter of our local farms and farmers, I have become aware of the challenges being created by
prairie dogs on irrigated agricultural land.  I support the policies of Boulder County’s efforts for controlling prairie
dogs and believe it is imperative that the City of Boulder adopt similar policies.

Let’s get this sorted out as soon as possible.  The longer we wait, the more dire the situation becomes and the longer
it will take to recover these lands.  Our climate commitments depend on it.  Our farmers depend on it.  Let’s support
our farmers and quit creating more desertification of our lands.

Sincerely,

Tatiana Maxwell

Boulder, CO 80304
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From: Deborah Jones
To: OSMP Input
Subject: Evaluation of Expedited Prairie Dog Management Options
Date: Sunday, February 16, 2020 5:01:46 PM
Attachments: 2_16_20_DRAFT All Comments FINAL .docx

External Sender

I want to take this opportunity to comment on the Feb. 12, 2020 OSBT study session and
presentations.

First, I want to say that I agree with the attached paper from Keep Boulder Wild. I encourage the
City of Boulder to continue to work toward non-lethal solutions to resolve conflicts with prairie dogs
on OSMP lands, including irrigated ag leases. These conflicts did not arise overnight and it is
irresponsible to try and achieve resolution to these issues overnight, which is what the ag community
is pressuring the City for at this time.

Each parcel needs to be addressed individually and care needs to be taken in making any decision for
lethal control. The numbers proposed in staff documents range from 1K-29K prairie dogs being
lethally controlled by either PERC or donation program followed by PERC. Any way it is done, it is
not just impacting prairie dogs but all associated species either directly because they live in the
burrows with the prairie dogs or by loss of this large number of a major prey species to major
predators in the region. This definitely includes the many nesting Eagles, hawks and owls, coyotes,
foxes, skunks, badgers, bobcats, etc. that need the prairie dogs and the rabbits, mice and voles found
in these prairie dog burrows. Even the trapping followed by PERC will be lethal to anything else in
these burrows. The sheer number of wildlife species that will be impacted by these actions is
detrimental to the entire region of wildlife species depending on the support of these animals for
their survival and rearing of their young is reprehensible and extremely irresponsible.

I participated on the PDWG and spent 2 years of countless hours addressing these issues. It is very
discouraging to have all of that time and effort be thrown out in exchange of lethal options being the
main thing on the plan. We spent a great deal of time discussing all of these issues and it was the
consensus of the group at large that non-lethal methods were what was wanted by the majority. Now,
we find that major consensus meaning nothing. This is not how the City of Boulder has functioned
through my years of working with them and this is very disheartening to see such a major shift from
the values of the Boulder community at large. Everyone that we have shared this process with has
been horrified and was totally unaware that this was being considered. It is my guess that most
people are blissfully unaware of what is happening in City meetings.

I hope we can make a better effort to get this word out to the public at large about what is exactly
being proposed and how far away from the Boulder view this proposal actually is.

I encourage you to continue to work with the PDWG for better solutions with a major focus on non-
lethal. Prairie Dog Action will continue to be available to help with relocations and positive
solutions that serve the entire ecosystem and not just a small subset of individuals. We must have
broader focus if we are going to be working towards greater environmental solutions.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Deborah Jones
President, Prairie Dog Action

notestodj@aol.com
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From: Lindsey Sterling Krank
To: OSMP Input
Cc: Ecklund, Alison; Gershman, Mark; Carse Pustmueller (carse.pustmueller@gmail.com); Taylor Jones; Pam Wanek
Subject: Keep Boulder Wild Comments- Expedited review of prairie dogs on irrigated lands
Date: Sunday, February 16, 2020 12:34:20 PM
Attachments: 2_16_20_DRAFT All Comments FINAL .pdf

External Sender
Please find our comments attached. Please confirm receipt.
 
Thank you,
Lindsey Sterling Krank
Carse Pustmueller
Pam Wanek
Taylor Jones
 
Lindsey Sterling Krank, Director
Humane Society of the United States- Wildlife
2525 Arapahoe #E4-527. Boulder, CO 80302
lsterlingkrank@humanesociety.org
C. 720.938.7855 or O. 720.938.0788
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FEBRUARY 16, 2020 COMMENTS ON:  

OSBT/OSMP EVALUATION OF EXPEDITED PRAIRIE DOG  
MANAGEMENT OPTIONS 

Submitted on behalf of Keep Boulder Wild 
to osmpinput@bouldercolorado.gov 

Lindsey Sterling Krank, Carse Pustmueller, Taylor Jones, and Pam Wanek 
 

I. 
Comments in response to the February 12 OSBT Study Session  

 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide public input on this complex issue.   
 
Keep Boulder Wild (KBW) does not support lethal prairie dog control on public lands.  
 

1. We support a package that includes the following:  
a. includes and emphasizes non-lethal management; 
b. minimizes lethal control; 
c. 1-2 pilot innovative leases; 
d. direction that a plague management plan be completed and implemented in 

2020;  
e. directs staff & CPW to increase relocations by 10-20 acres/year for in 2020-

2022;  
f. incorporates a 5-7 year implementation plan 
g. long-term data collection analyzing carbon sequestration and soil health on 

irrigated lands occupied by prairie dogs; and 
h. reduces the size of the conflict area to areas of greatest conflict (see section 

II).  
 
2. Package A, where non-lethal options are emphasized and lethal options are 

minimized, is the only proposed package we could support. The other options all 
emphasize lethal methods of control. One of the unanimously-agreed upon 
PDWG basic working principles was to emphasize non-lethal control methods 
and to minimize lethal methods. This Principle should be incorporated as a 
Principle of the Expedited Plan. Relocating prairie dogs has proven to play a solid 
role in conserving the prairie dog ecosystem, fulfilling the Grassland Plan’s goals, 
and meeting the strong ethical standards of our community.  

 
3. Please continue and perhaps expand the Prairie Dog Working Group (PDWG) to 

include stakeholders that have identified themselves during this process so that we 
can all continue to work together through these community conflicts. The method 
OSBT took to bring its seemingly predetermined desire to use lethal control to 
light was divisive. The Expedited Management Options currently under 
consideration do not reflect the original intent of or the direction to staff regarding 
the Expedited Plan, which was to decrease “crisis” conflicts on the two irrigated 
agricultural (ag) leases experiencing the most conflict with prairie dogs (Boulder 
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Valley Ranch and Axelson/Johnson lease areas). Instead, the Expedited Plan 
seems now focused on a radical shift of current policy from the status quo to 
removing all 30,000 prairie dogs on all 1000 acres of irrigated ag lands, with 
OSBT members openly expressing support for removing them by killing them all. 
There is no “crisis” on all the other irrigated ag leases. Perhaps working together 
on the site-by-site management plan is an avenue for repair and taking the needed 
time to do a more thorough and fair process is worth it.  
 

4. KBW and the Prairie Dog Coalition (PDC) would like to offer the resources 
necessary up to $25,000/year to translocate an additional 10 acres of prairie dogs 
per year into designated receiving sites and offer our expertise and time to help 
complete the required prairie dog relocation permits required by Colorado Parks 
& Wildlife.  
 

5. The city Charter states that the city’s open space lands are to be used for diverse 
purposes, including agricultural activities. It does not state that every acre of the 
irrigated ag lands must be used for agricultural purposes. The Ag Plan, which 
deals with this kind of specificity, should be amended to provide opportunities for 
prairie dog occupancy on certain irrigated ag lands where co-existence can occur.  

 
6. The City Council motion concerning this issue was to “direct OSMP to undertake 

an expedited public process that looks at agricultural uses on the northern 
grasslands, including factors affecting the ecological conditions of the lands, high 
soil health, healthy agricultural uses, wildlife health, and other conditions. New 
land management tools can be considered, including key-lining, soil amendments, 
lethal control and other measure to achieve charter open space goals.” And yet the 
information provided by staff and the subsequent discussion of OSBT members at 
the recent OSBT study session focused essentially only on lethal control. Why is 
this? What about the other issues raised in Council’s directive to staff? Why the 
rush to judgment to kill 30,000 prairie dogs? Why were other options (e.g., 
alternative leases on some irrigated ag lands) summarily dismissed? The 
Expedited Process is a biased and unfair process. 

 
7. We respectfully ask the Open Space Board of Trustees (OSBT) and staff to stop 

using the term ‘invader’ for prairie dogs. While in some cases prairie dogs may 
come into conflict with people, they are a native species, and using inaccurate and 
pejorative terms further degrades the value of this declining species.  
 

8. We would like assurances that KBW, as well as other stakeholders, have the 
opportunity to review up-front and back-end reporting as events occur for each 
property in conflict.   
 

9. We would like to know what authorities the city manager will be given through 
the entire process. What, for example, would trigger a halt on all operations?  
Plague? Colony collapses elsewhere on the grasslands, including the Southern 
Grasslands? The general condition of the northern and southern metapopulations? 
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II. 

Our scenario for reducing prairie dog conflicts on irrigated agricultural lands  
 

� Reduce the size of the conflict area.   
o Please ensure staff can include us in a lease-by-lease or parcel-by-parcel 

landscape management planning exercise — including on-site visits with 
staff — as it relates to reducing and excluding prairie dogs from conflict 
areas in the project area. Our decades of experience managing prairie dogs 
on the ground can lend a technical and thoughtful approach to this process.  

o It is our understanding that there are two lease areas in the project area 
(Boulder Valley Ranch and Axelson/Johnson) that have significant 
conflicts and that reducing the conflict on these areas was the purpose of 
creating an Expedited Plan. The Expedited Plan should focus on these two 
areas of most conflict (BVR has prairie dogs on 322 acres of irrigated land 
(53% of the lease area); Axelson/Johnson has 319 occupied acres (50% of 
the lease area), thus realistically increasing the chance of success and 
decreasing the number of prairie dogs on the areas where doing so is most 
important. The remaining leases on irrigated agricultural (ag) lands in the 
project area are minimally impacted by prairie dogs (less than 12% of the 
remaining irrigated ag leases are occupied by prairie dogs) and should and 
can be managed by implementing the PDWG recommendations. 

o Instead of removing all 967 acres of prairie dogs in conflict, remove only 
25% or 50% on BVR and Axelson/Johnson leases using non-lethal options 
in areas where these removals can be defended (i.e.: reoccupancy can be 
prevented by barrier, exclusion, geography, or other). This action responds 
adequately, economically, and realistically to the conflicts on these leases 
and significantly decreases the number of prairie dogs needing to be 
removed from the irrigated ag lands in the project area. 

o Employ passive relocation and barriers in appropriate areas.  
� Minimize lethal control by using lethal methods only after exhausting the 

following non-lethal options: 
o Implement the PDWG fundamental principle (agreed upon by all PDWG 

participants) to emphasize non-lethal methods of control and to minimize 
lethal control. 

o Allow co-existence of prairie dogs on irrigated agricultural (ag) lands, 
where feasible, i.e.: are there any parcels where a low occupancy of prairie 
dogs can be maintained and tolerated?  

o Provide passive relocation and barriers on irrigated ag lands having prairie 
dogs and adjacent to private land to reduce conflicts with neighbors and 
decrease removal activities from private lands. 

o Increase capacity to relocate prairie dogs away from irrigated ag land 
conflict areas by partnering with the PDC to increase capacity for 
relocations by 10 acres/year (see proposal at end of document) and work 
with state to reduce bureaucratic processes and increase implementation.  
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o Collaborate with community partners (e.g., PDC or Defenders of Wildlife) 
to implement conflict prevention strategies and for volunteers to relocate 
the remaining 20% of untrapped/unrelocated prairie dogs (that would 
otherwise be killed) once city relocation efforts reach 80% trapping 
success. 

o Pilot a minimum of two conservation leases (either leases between the city 
and co-lessees (both the ag tenant and the conservation 
organization/group) or leases between the city and a conservation entity; 
See 2019 KBW alternative lease recommendations). This provides lease 
income to the city and allows for ag and prairie dogs to co-exist on some 
irrigated ag lands and/or for some leased ag lands to be leased for prairie 
dog conservation purposes instead of for ag purposes, and begins to bridge 
the social issues among stakeholders, which are key to long term 
solutions. We want to make this process work for all stakeholders to the 
best of our ability.  

o Make changes to the Wildlife Protection Ordinance to increase 
coexistence and allow for burrow destruction by ag operations under 
certain conditions. 

o Work with Colorado Parks & Wildlife to speed up and simplify the 
relocation permit process so that the city can obtain permits in a more 
time-efficient manner and for more relocations either through appointed 
staff or a consultant. 

o Modify leases annually based on precipitation and wildlife occupation to 
reflect a stasis yield for lessees by entering into conservation leases with a 
land trust and maintain habitat for wildlife on irrigated lands occupied up 
to 25%.  

� Integrate the PDWG Recommendations and the Expedited Plan. They should not 
be considered separate projects.   

o The PDWG Overarching Prairie Dog Conservation Goal: Sustainably 
conserve prairie dogs in the Boulder Region by implementing the 
following ecological, social, and economic goals, objectives and strategies 
(as outlined in the recommendations). 

o The Expedited Plan’s project area is a subset of the area within the 
Boulder Region. As such, the PDWG goals should serve as the umbrella 
under which the Expedited Plan exists. PDWG’s fundamental principles, 
as well as its ecological, social, and economic goals, objectives, and 
strategies, should be those of the Expedited Plan as well. This gives us all 
a guiding principle for this process, which we are currently lacking.  

� Do not allow removal, especially lethal removal, on properties where preventing 
reoccupation is not feasible. Lethal removal under such circumstances would lead 
to repeated killing of wildlife on public open space.  

� Respectfully, Colorado is a fence-out state. The Shulers are performing their duty 
on their own private lands to keep wildlife from migrating from public lands to 
private lands. This scenario plays out in every state over multiple species. We 
have offered to help with their barrier installation and costs, but they have 
maintained they only want the prairie dogs gone. While we can understand 
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wanting to use irrigated lands for plans other than prairie dogs, the lands in 
question are public lands hosting a native, keystone species. 
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III. 
Specific Comments in Response to OSMP Statements (in orange) in the Expedited Plan 

Evaluation 
 
1. OSMP Statement from Page 1: 
Following an April recommendation by the OSBT, in May the City Council directed 
OSMP staff to undertake an expedited review of the management of irrigated lands 
occupied by prairie dogs, with a focus north of Jay Road. 
 
COMMENT: The Expedited Plan was created in response to a need to decrease prairie 
dog numbers on two irrigated ag land lease areas in the Northern Grasslands (specifically 
Boulder Valley Ranch and Axelson/Johnson lease areas) where conflicts are a concern to 
the lessees. The Expedited Plan should be limited to those two lease areas, and not 
include all 967 acres of irrigated ag lands in the project area that have prairie dogs. 
Creating an expedited plan for all 967 acres would potentially include removing or killing 
approximately 29,010 prairie dogs.  
 
2. OSMP Statement from Page 6: 
Outside of the project area, prairie dogs occupy an additional 292 acres of irrigable land 
on OSMP-managed properties. It is anticipated that the approach and many of the 
strategies developed through this process could be applied to those areas. 
 
COMMENT and QUESTION: The PDWG created recommendations for all city-owned 
lands having prairie dogs, and this Expedited Plan is a plan for specific problem leases on 
irrigated ag lands in the project area. It is concerning that OSMP is considering the use of 
actions and strategies in the Expedited Plan for application on other city-owned lands 
outside of the project area for which the Expedited Plan is being created. We are 
concerned the PDWG recommendations will be usurped and discarded over time by the 
Expedited Plan and by the future use of the Expedited Plan on additional prairie dog 
habitat in the future.  

a. How does the city plan to protect the work of the PDWG from being undone?  
b. There are concerns that prairie dogs are being blamed for degraded conditions on 

irrigated agricultural lands when overgrazing by cattle can cause significant 
problems; especially over the last few summers where we have had unusually dry 
and hot conditions. Also, if ag is not using a mix of cool and warm season grasses 
and a diversity of other grazing forage, this could substantially increase bare soils 
and blow-off.     

c. Please provide scientific proof that prairie dogs are decreasing carbon 
sequestration and/or soil health and not playing their keystone role on irrigated ag 
lands.  

d. These lands, or a good portion of them, should be used for scientific modeling 
researching carbon sequestration, revegetation of plants resistant or resilient to 
prairie dogs, living grassy barriers, etc. As these lands are irrigated, it will help 
accelerate the recovery of native plants rather than relying only on dryland 
irrigation. Many native prairie plants have been historically removed; therefore, it 
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has been difficult to find acreages that can be used specifically for the research 
needed to evaluate the re-establishment of native forbs.   

e. Will decisions for this process ultimately be used later outside the project area too 
as implied in the evaluation & review document?  We are asking for clarification. 

 
RECOMMENDATION: If we are going to do an expedited removal, then we need to do 
an expedited implementation of plague management tools to conserve prairie dogs on the 
landscape. 
 
Using plague management as a lethal tool comes with the responsibility of turning this 
tool off, as well. As such, we must consider applying a full suite of plague management 
tools that will protect some or all of the prairie dogs remaining on the landscape area in 
areas surrounding the project area (i.e.: Grassland Preserves and Prairie Dog 
Conservation Areas) and perhaps beyond.  
 
If prairie dogs are removed from irrigated ag lands, please leave a portion of prairie dogs 
on irrigable lands to study on- and off-colony data on soil health and carbon 
sequestration. Data should be collected from both on and off colonies on irrigated ag 
lands for a ten-year period to compare results.  
 
3. OSMP Statement from Pages 1-2: 
Staff then evaluated each of the potential actions regarding their benefit and feasibility. 
For benefit, staff considered several factors:  

a)  Scope: The degree to which the action would allow OSMP to more fully meet 
charter goals.  Staff examined how fully would the strategy allow for the 
implementation of Master Plan Strategy ATT.3, and implement the Master, Ag 
and Grassland Plans.  
 

COMMENT: The Charter does not specifically state that 100% of the irrigated ag lands 
be used for ag. The city can set/change its goal for what percentage of irrigated ag lands 
should be used for ag purposes and what percentage for other uses.  
 

b)  Spatial Scale: The degree to which the action is likely to be effective across 
the project area.  
c)  Contribution: How much the action contributes to addressing the situation. 
This factor also required staff to examine what other actions would be needed to 
ensure success.  
d)  Duration: Will the action secure a long-lasting outcome or is it a temporary 
fix?  
 

COMMENT: Effectiveness, Contribution and Duration of an action must be determined 
by subsequent actions, e.g., if prairie dogs are removed from an area, actions need to be 
taken to insure that the prairie dogs won’t re-establish the take site.  
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QUESTION: Were protections from re-colonizing (e.g., subsequent actions) included in 
OSMP’s determination of “effectiveness of an action” and of estimated costs to 
implement the Expedited Plan? 
 
4.  OSMP Statement from Page 2-3: 
The city seeks to ensure that all 6,641 acres of irrigable fields are leased and in 
agricultural production, and that the water delivery infrastructure that supports irrigated 
agriculture is in acceptable condition. 
 
COMMENT: In the Project Area there are: 

� 5,000 acres of OSMP land of which 2,400 acres are irrigable lands. 
� Of these 2,400 acres, 967 acres have prairie dogs  

o 690 acres are leased to producers (private landowners) 
o 280 acres managed by OSMP 

 
Ensuring the removal of all prairie dogs on all 967 acres is overkill (pun intended), 
unrealistic, absolutist, economically unfeasible, and unfair to other uses of irrigable lands. 
Prairie dogs can be compatible with some irrigated ag lands where passive relocations 
can be implemented and barriers can be installed to separate prairie dogs from conflict 
areas on the property. The Charter’s goal of preserving agricultural uses and land suitable 
for agricultural production can be met without removing all prairie dogs from all irrigated 
ag lands. The PDWG discussed this at length and came up with several recommendations 
to help resolve conflicts between prairie dogs and irrigated ag lands.  
 
5.  OSMP Statement from Page 3: 
The most widespread impacts from prairie dog occupation on irrigated lands are reduced 
agricultural productivity and changes to the type of agricultural use. The typical 
transformation can be described as follows: Initially, irrigated hayfields are switched to 
irrigated grazing land as prairie dog occupation makes the operation of haying equipment 
difficult or impossible. As populations increase and the area of prairie dog occupation 
increases, irrigation becomes too difficult or impossible. If prairie dogs fully occupy an 
irrigated field, there is typically no benefit to continue agricultural operations, and the 
property is taken out of agricultural production – and often removed from the agricultural 
lease program. Damage to the irrigation infrastructure from the direct effects of prairie 
dogs or from lack of use and maintenance have resulted in degradation of open space 
assets, reducing the long-term agricultural or ecological sustainability of the land.  
 
COMMENT: This language vilifies and singles out the prairie dog out despite there being 
multiple variables at play. Past land uses, including ag itself, are causing widespread 
impacts and making ag use unproductive. Please amend this document or rhetoric to 
include the fact that prairie dogs are not the sole cause of the state of our lands and that 
historic land uses, including cattle grazing and agriculture, combined with climate 
change, contribute to the current scenario.  
 
6. OSMP Statement from Page 3, Para 6- 4th sentence: 
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Until very recently, OSMP’s relocation needs were not prioritized and relatively few 
relocation projects could be implemented. As a result, prairie dog populations continued 
to expand in Removal and Transition areas.  
 
COMMENT: This statement would be more productive if it included why OSMP’s 
relocation needs were not prioritized. Such matters as the overly strict criteria that OSMP 
places on receiving areas and the long processing period to obtain a CPW permit to move 
prairie dogs played a big role in the inability to move prairie dogs out of Removal and 
Transition areas.  
 
7. Charter Purpose Table from Page 4.  
QUESTION: Please explain how ag meets the second purpose. Also, we suggest both 
prairie dogs and ag could be used for the 5th purpose, “preservation of passive 
recreational use…” 
 
9. Page 9: 
QUESTION: What other management tools have not been successful as mentioned in 
paragraph 2, “Values”? 
 
10.  OSMP Statement from Pages 10-11: 
Both the community meeting and the online engagement in fall 2019 asked participants 
to answer the question: “What is most important to protect when figuring out how to 
manage irrigated lands with lots of prairie dogs living in them?” The respondents were 
prompted with the suggested responses in the table and were given the opportunity to 
provide other entries if the available options did not reflect what was important to them.  

Response Options (or “write in” others)  
� Animals dependent upon prairie dogs 
�  Farming and ranching on OSMP  
� Grasslands plants and soils to capture carbon  
� Land management goals of OSMP neighbors  
� Lives of individual prairie dogs  

Although not a statistically valid survey, the responses to this question helped OSMP get 
an impression about what was important to community-engagement participants. 
 
COMMENT:  The response options provided to the community in the Values Exercise 
were weighted in favor of non-prairie dog uses on irrigated ag lands, which contributed to 
the results OSMP received from the exercise. The overarching goal of the PDWG was to 
“sustainably conserve prairie dogs in the Boulder Region” by implementing the PDWG’s 
recommendations. This would have been a stronger option than “lives of individual 
prairie dogs,” which downplays the importance of preserving prairie dog habitat and 
protecting prairie dog colonies. This survey shows an unconscious bias against prairie 
dogs. Please work with a social scientist to curb this damaging rhetoric. Please also note 
we recognize the city does better than other agencies in this regard, however, the 
language is still damaging and does a disservice to the education needed on behalf of this 
imperiled ecosystem inside and outside of this expedited process context.  
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11.  OSMP STATEMENT from Page 10: 
Many people opposed the use of lethal control of prairie dogs because of the reductions 
in populations of the black-tailed prairie dog throughout its historic range. Several people 
commented that prairie dogs should not be killed because they were present on the 
landscape before agriculture and are acting naturally in their native range, whereas 
agriculture is introduced and artificial. Others alluded to the important role that prairie 
dogs play in structuring grasslands and the cascading effects on other species from killing 
prairie dogs. Other comments expressed a belief that killing prairie dogs is fundamentally 
wrong, disrespectful and does not demonstrate compassion for life or that lethal control 
takes an emotional toll on the community.  
 
COMMENT: Add: “One of the PDWG’s fundamental principles, agreed upon by all 
participants, was that non-lethal methods of control should be used and exhausted before 
lethal control measures are implemented (e.g, emphasize non-lethal options and minimize 
lethal).” 
 
This principle should also be a fundamental principle of the Expedited Plan. OSMP 
should incorporate the PDWG recommendations into the Expedited Plan and not proceed 
as if they are two separate, unrelated, and unintegrated plans.  
 
12. OSMP STATEMENT from Page 13, Table 6 (and later in document):   
Law/Code/Policy Changes 

� Allow tenants to control prairie dogs 
 
COMMENT: While we understand some of the benefits of allowing tenants to control 
prairie dogs, we cannot support this. Allowing lease tenants to control prairie dogs gives 
them too much authority over public lands. These lands are public OSMP lands and do 
not belong to the lease tenants, who may not follow best practices. Prairie dog control 
options require OSMP oversight, period. 

 
� Change prairie dog management designations  

 
COMMENT: This issue was discussed by the PDWG. The Prairie Dog Conservation 
Areas (PDCs) are touted as habitat where only prairie dogs have priority.  The reality is 
that PDCs are small pieces of habitat usually surrounded by development. Prairie dog 
populations on PDCs have no opportunity to expand and become sustainable parts of a 
larger prairie dog ecosystem, one of the main objectives of the PDWG. The PDWG 
entertained the idea of creating PDCs on the Southern Grasslands to help create a 
sustainable prairie dog ecosystem there for eventual release of black footed ferrets. The 
limited habitat on PDCs is another reason why prairie dogs should be allowed to occur on 
irrigated ag lands when compatible and mitigatable.  

 
Additionally, changing designations of irrigable lands occupied by prairie dogs to 
something else could reduce the number of lands in conflict. For example, changing the 
designation of 50 acres of irrigated lands occupied by prairie dogs to MOA and then 
adding 50 acres of Grassland Preserve to agriculture leased for bee keeping and forbs 
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could provide an alternative that has multi-stakeholder support and reduce number of 
acres in conflict. 

� Reducing/removing agriculture from irrigated lands  
o Consider conservation leases  

 
COMMENT: This option is summarily dismissed in the Expedited Plan evaluation. It 
should be given serious consideration. It makes sense to a) add a conservation partner(s) 
to the most conflicted leases (the conservation entity and the ag lessee share the cost of 
the annual lease depending on prairie dog populations) or b) remove ag leases and ag 
uses on some of the existing most conflicted lease areas and instead create a conservation 
lease (the conservation group would pay for the annual leases). The city retains its 
income, conflict irrigated ag lands is decreased and more suitable prairie dog habitat is 
available.  

� Don’t lease irrigable OSMP when occupied by prairie dogs  
 

COMMENT: Yes. See comment immediately above. 
 

� Don’t lease land for agriculture 
� Modify agriculture goals to allow prairie dogs to coexist with agriculture  

 
COMMENT: This is a good idea, especially allowing prairie dogs to remain on irrigated 
ag lands where non-lethal methods (relocation, barriers, passive relocations, etc.) can 
decrease conflicts with ag. 
 
State of Colorado 

� Work with Colorado Division of Parks and Wildlife to modify relocation policies 
and practices  

 
COMMENT: Yes. If removal is rated as a high need, then this responsible goal needs to 
be rated high as well. Please appoint someone or hire a consultant to work with the state 
to improve prairie dog relocation permitting process. 

� Change state law to allow landowners in other counties to receive relocated 
prairie dogs  

COMMENT: The Humane Society of the United States (HSUS) currently has legislative 
language proposed that would provide a solution here. Please reach out to the city’s 
legislative and lobbyist aides (Adam or Carl) and ask them to contact the HSUS and their 
lobbyist Christopher Votoupal at vga@chrisvotoupal.com for details on how the city 
might help.  
 
13. OSMP STATEMENT from Table 7, Page 15 (concerning the PDWG): 
Summary of benefit and feasibility ratings for actions to address irrigable fields occupied 
by prairie dogs. Starred (*) items are actions currently in use by OSMP.  
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COVERED BY PRAIRIE DOG WORKING GROUP (PDWG) RECOMMENDATIONS  
a. Don't use lethal control until all non-lethal options are exhausted* 
b. Economic benefit model  
c. Lease cost forgiveness/compensate for lost production.  
d. Pilot PDWG economic recommendations 
e. Reimburse private owners  

 
COMMENTS: 

� The PDWG and Expedited plan should not be separate projects. 
� The OSMP Expedited Plan Evaluation states that the PDWG 

recommendations and the Expedited Plan are separate projects. However, it 
also states “staff is aware that the PDWG and the expedited process need to be 
integrated projects.”  

� Use Principles of PDWG in the expedited process (e.g., exhaust non-lethal 
prior to any lethal use, etc.) 

 
14. Page 16:  
COMMENT: Please add the number of animals proposed to be killed/ removed to the 
table on page 16 titled “Management scenarios…” 
 
15. OSMP Statement from Pages 19-20:  
When considering relocation, the percentage of the estimated population to be removed 
by trapping is an important factor affecting both the cost and duration of a project. While 
more prairie dogs can be captured with prolonged effort, there is a steep drop off in 
trapping success after about 80 percent of the animals have been trapped. Continuing 
trapping after that point increases costs per animal captured significantly and precludes 
the relocator moving to another site. Relocation costs vary greatly depending upon site. 
The average cost to trap and relocate approximately 95 percent of the animals is 
estimated at $4,400 per acre. The estimated cost of trapping until 80% of animals are 
caught is about $3,000 per acre.  

 
COMMENT: To cut down on costs and to increase numbers relocated to the Southern 
Grasslands where the goal is to create a sustainable prairie dog ecosystem, please 
organize an effort to reach out to community volunteers. Experienced relocators would be 
willing to volunteer to assist the city in trapping and relocating the remaining 20%.  

 
QUESTION: The relocation cost at Foothills/Waneka Grassland in 2012/2013 was 
approximately $1,714 an acre. The Foothills/Waneka relocation may provide a good cost 
scenario that should be included in the relocation average. At a minimum, relocation 
costs vary and that should be represented instead of only the high end of the spectrum.  
 
We would also like to add that the Waneka relocation take site was 70 acres and this was 
the year of the flood. Costs were driven up substantially because we were not permitted 
to replace older receiving chambers with newer chambers that could have held more 
prairie dogs.  Instead we were required to hunt for old nest boxes and burrows that had 
significantly degraded over the five year plus resting period (no prairie dog relocations 
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per OSMP requirements). But, despite all of these setbacks, the prairie dogs were thriving 
only to all die six months later from plague; whereby the city refused to Delta-dust the 
site to halt the progression of the disease.  
 
16. Page 20: 
QUESTION: Please state why does the City not take advantage of the disturbed soils 
created in artificial burrow installation to add native seed back into the grassland. This is 
common practice with other land managers in the region. The City repeatedly states a 
one-sided view of the negative results of relocation. Rocky Flats NWR is using 
reintroduced prairie dogs to reduce noxious weeds across the street on the Southern 
Grassland Preserve.  
 

 
17. OSMP Statement from Page 21:  
Prairie dog contraception as means of population control/reduction and alternative to 
lethal controls is limited by several factors, including mode of delivery, toxicity and 
effects upon non-target species and availability.  
 
COMMENT: The cost of contraceptives would likely fall between the cost of dusting an 
acre of burrows underground with insecticide and relocating prairie dogs. Additionally, 
this method could likely be researched or tested on a plot or small set of acres to reduce 
the number of acres in conflict.  

 
18. Page 23: 
COMMENT: Please state and include what happens to a prairie dog when they are 
captured and killed by carbon dioxide and carbon monoxide.  

 
19. Page 25, Table A-8:  
QUESTION: The total number of acres occupied by prairie dogs is 2,709: true or false?  
 
If true, this is below the maximum desired threshold stated range of 800-3,137 occupied 
acreage. If false, please explain.  
 
20. OSMP Statement from Page 30:  
Community members submitted several comments regarding that OSMP emulate the 
prairie dog management of Boulder County Parks & Open Space. 
 
COMMENT: While this may make sense in certain locations, Boulder County could be 
doing a lot better on their non-lethal prairie dog management. Keep Boulder Wild and 
other groups will and have recently submitted comments with this sentiment to Boulder 
County.  
 
QUESTION: Does the 967 acres include the transition areas mentioned on pg. 30? If not, 
how many additional animals would now be considered for lethal control?  
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IV. 
Overall comments 

 
General. 
We sincerely appreciate working with staff and other stakeholders over a two-year period 
as participants in the Prairie Dog Working Group. We have been able to more fully 
understand the complexities of all lands involved, with the aim to reduce lethal control. 
These prerogatives must be taken seriously by the Open Space Board of Trustees to 
respect the working group, the city’s residents, and taxpayers. 

 
This Expedited Process appears to marginalize minimizing lethal control on our public 
lands. Language used throughout the evaluation alludes to the possibility that 20,000-
30,000 prairie dogs’ lives hang in the balance (19,340 prairie dogs at a low average of 20 
prairie dogs per acre and 29,010 at a high average of 30 prairie dogs per acre, multiplied 
by the stated project area of 967 acres). The loss of up to 30,000 prairie dogs is 
significant for any ecosystem and will impact the wildlife community, including 
associated species such as hawks, eagles, coyotes, foxes, rabbits, snakes, frogs, toads, 
turtles, salamanders, arthropods, and many more. In addition, any removal must be 
accompanied by effective means of excluding recolonization. Otherwise, the City risks 
creating a vicious cycle of recolonization and continuous killing. 
 
Staff evaluations of the Expedited Plan must not only address the immediate conflict 
areas but how these pieces interplay with other properties within the landscape. KBW 
was interested in the idea proposed by a stakeholder that tax credits could be offered to 
help recoup the costs of prairie dog management on their private lands incurred from the 
alleged migration of prairie dogs off of adjacent public lands.  
 
Lindsey Sterling Krank & Pam Wanek would like to be included in a site-by-site analysis 
between now and March 10, 2020 to lend expertise and experience to realistic 
management scenarios in the project area.  
 
Re-designating land.  
Re-designating leased irrigated lands an “affirmative defense” action is problematic. This 
designation is reserved for civic services (airports, dams, and research) and for the 
destruction of burrows under 6-1-12 B.R.C. 1981. Agriculture is not defined as a “civic 
service” and therefore, should not be re-designated as an “affirmative defense.” 
 
Plague prevention. 
Plague (Yersinia pestis) is a disease introduced from Asia in the early 1900s that rapidly 
kills any animals without immunity, including prairie dogs. Plague (along with altered 
native landscapes and lethal control) is a primary reason for the decline of prairie 
dogs. Extirpation of colonies can occur very rapidly. We request that the city take steps to 
prevent plague by using insecticide dusting on selected colonies.  
 
The sylvatic plague vaccine (SPV) is in the experimental stage and should not be relied 
upon as the only method to protect colonies. According to Colorado Parks and Wildlife, 
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both SPV and dusting burrows with Deltamethrin (an insecticide) should be used in an 
integrated plan to protect prairie dog colonies (for more details, see Tripp, D. W., Rocke, 
T. E., Runge, J. P, Abbott, R. C., & Miller, M. W. (2017). Burrow Dusting or Oral 
Vaccination Prevents Plague-Associated Prairie Dog Colony Collapse. EcoHealth, 14(3), 
451-462). 
 
Burrow destruction ordinance. 
We ask the city to increase flexibility with this ordinance if using Best Management 
Practices (BMPs). We do not agree with granting agriculture the “affirmative defense” 
designation; we would rather see a plan and permitting process for burrow destruction as 
it presently stands for any other property in the city, public, and private. Giving three 
years on this permit (the typical amount of time granted on an approved burrow 
destruction permit) to achieve a desired objective is ample time to determine if such 
practices are in fact BMPs. In this way, OSMP and the city can determine if innovative 
ideas do or do not work. 
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V. 
Relevant science regarding prairie dogs 

 
Relevant natural history. 
The behavior and biology of prairie dogs has been extensively studied. Probably the most 
comprehensive results about these characteristics can be found in two books authored by 
Dr. John Hoogland: Conservation of the Black-tailed Prairie Dog: Saving North 
America’s Western Grasslands (2006) and The Black-tailed Prairie Dog: Social Life of a 
Burrowing Mammal (1995). Salient points from those two documents are summarized 
below. 
 

� Prairie dogs are a prey species that enjoys safety in numbers. 
� Prairie dogs live in highly territorial matriarchal family units called coteries; 

coteries do not blend with each other. 
� Colonies can be viewed as stable (a colony that has occupied an area for a long 

period of time where expansion is limited) or unstable (a colony where expansion 
is unlimited).  

� Stable colonies can remain in the exact same area, with little variation in burrow 
density, for decades. These stable colonies provide a predictable food source for 
predators, including raptors, and homes for other wildlife species such as 
burrowing owls.  

� Prairie dogs are not migratory; they disperse singly, generally to another coterie 
within their birth colony and, more rarely, in search of another colony. 

� Population densities can fluctuate year-to-year and season-to-season due to the 
time of year (young-of-the-year), habitat availability and forage conditions. 
Generally speaking, lethal control undertaken in the late spring/early summer will 
kill more individuals than lethal control undertaken in late fall. 

 
Vegetation. 
Reintroduction of native plants that resist or are resilient to prairie dog grazing has gained 
attention as a potential strategy to combat nonnative plants and to control erosion from 
blowing soil. Plants that have a disagreeable taste (milkweeds, snakeweed); a strong odor 
(fetid marigold, cleomes, sage, rabbitbrush, penny royal); are prickly (rosa spp., prickly 
poppy, purple three-awn); have an abundance of hairs (blazing star, golden rod, aster, 
vervain); are prostrate (bracted vervain, woolly plaintain, buffalo grass) or are sticky or 
gummy (gumweed, bee plant) appear to be resilient on active prairie dog sites (Vickery 
2015).  
 
Plants observed on prairie dog colonies (including asters, geraniums, flax, mallows, 
penstemon, yarrow, primrose, rose, milkweeds, lupine, sage, verbenas, succulents, dwarf 
shrubs and shortgrasses (blue grama and buffalo grass)) are good candidates for 
reintroduction into denuded or degraded prairie dog sites. Native plants are valuable 
commodities and some communities have expanded local seed banks to address limited 
commercial seed availability (Jones & Wanek, 2019).  
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Windbreaks may also help control erosion and blowing soils. Windbreaks have at least 
three benefits; they direct wind away from fragile soils; capture moisture; and act as 
living fences that help exclude prairie dogs from conflict areas. The following plants 
appear be most effective and low maintenance, as they are resistant to dramatic 
temperature extremes and have few pest problems: tall rabbitbrush (Chrysothamnus 
nauseosus), three-leaf sumac (Rhus trilobata), New Mexican privet (Forestiera 
neomexicana), and Rocky Mountain juniper (Juniperus scopulorum). Two good sources 
about implementing and maintaining windbreaks are the local CSU Cooperative 
Extensive Services and the following document: 
https://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_PLANTMATERIALS/publications/idpmstn107
97.pdf 
 
Another method to control prairie dog movements, relevant to irrigated grazed land, is 
relaxing grazing on mixed-height grasses to create vegetative barriers (prairie dogs have a 
tendency to avoid tall vegetation) and to potentially add taller native forbs into these 
grasses to extend the seasonal effectiveness of these barriers.  
 
Sources:  
 

Jones, T. & Wanek P. (2019). Creating Prairie Dog Management Plans: A guide 
for Local Governments and Stakeholders. Part 1: Background and Context. Denver, CO: 
WildEarth Guardians and the Prairie Dog Coalition of the Humane Society of the United 
States. 
 

Vickery, J. (2015). Vegetation Management in Urban-to-Exurban Prairie Dog 
Colonies: Context, Issues and Native Plant “Survivors.” Conference poster. High 
Altitude Revegetation Conference. Central Rockies Chapter of the Society for Ecological 
Restoration and the HAR Committee. March 10-12, 2015, Ft. Collins, CO 
 
Carbon sequestration. 
The Conservation Reserve Program (CRP) states that one of the most powerful ways to 
encourage carbon sequestration is to plant perennial grasses and forbs and to reduce 
tillage and harvest, as these later activities release carbon back into the air either through 
plant depletion or the release of fossil fuels,  please see: 
https://www.fdcenterprises.com/native-grasses-and-forbs-for-carbon-sequestration/). 
 
One of the most compelling documents to encourage a change in how we have 
historically used agricultural land is found in a document entitled “Restoring 
Atmospheric Carbon Dioxide to Pre-Industrial Levels: Re-Establishing the Evolutionary 
Grassland-Grazer Relationship.” This document approaches carbon sequestration as part 
of a holistic approach to conserving natural environments. Key points are summarized 
below: 
 

� The quantity of carbon contained in soils is directly related to the diversity and 
health of soil biota. Since virtually all organic carbon sequestered in soils is 
extracted from the atmosphere by photosynthetic organisms, and converted to 

City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks 
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP Occupied by Prairie Dogs 
Engagement Window 2 Compendium of Community Input

Page 288



18 �

complex molecules by bacteria and fungi in synergy with insects and animals, an 
effective and sustainable method for increasing soil organic carbon would be 
restoring degraded and desertified grasslands worldwide. 

� Synergy is at the heart of effective eco-restoration. To restore grasslands as 
healthy ecosystems and effective carbon sinks, we must re-establish the 
evolutionary relationships between grazing animals and their habitats. 

� The Keyline system is an approach to sub-soil contour plowing that can rapidly 
increase the depths at which soil biota are active. From a whole-system 
perspective, however, this technology is only a proxy for the essential impact of 
burrowing mammals, many of which have been eliminated as a result of modern 
agricultural and rangeland practice. Burrowing mammals and their predators must 
be considered within the context of holistic planning. The digging and churning 
activities of these animals enable the capture of far more rainwater on capped 
soils, and begin eco-restoration in areas where it is difficult to bring livestock on a 
regular basis. Prairie dogs and moles were once numerous in North America when 
our soils were much deeper. They may well be critical to the hydrology and to the 
reduction of wildfires in a warming climate. 

� Prairie dog dens are dug as deep as 3 to 4 meters, making pathways easier for all 
the other soil biota from worms and beetles to fungal mycelia seeking minerals. 
 

Source:  
 

Sacks, A. D., Teague,  R., Provenza, F., Itzkan, S., & Laurie, J. (2014). Restoring 
Atmospheric Carbon Dioxide to Pre-Industrial Levels: Re-Establishing the Evolutionary 
Grassland-Grazer Relationship. In Goreau, T. J., & Larson, R. W. (eds.). Geotherapy. 
CRC Press. 
 
Climate change.  
Research on the impact of climate change on prairie dogs is limited, but according to the 
2015 SWAP, several Gunnison’s and white-tailed prairie dog colonies collapsed due to 
changing climate. Any planning for the future occupation of prairie dogs must take the 
potential impacts of climate change into consideration. 
 
Active relocation of prairie dogs. 
The relocation of prairie dogs from conflict areas to a safe area is generally referred to as 
a “Wild to Wild relocation” and requires a state permit. Active relocation is generally a 
well-thought-out maneuver that involves a thorough evaluation of the take site (where 
conflict prairie dogs are) and the release site (where prairie dogs will be released). Prairie 
dogs are highly social animals that live in territorial family units and it is important to 
retain this structure during capture and as preparation for the receiving site. The take site 
is observed and identified with markers indicating each family unit. These markers are 
GPS’d and overlaid on the release site. The result is a layout that duplicates the position 
and direction of both take and released prairie dogs.  For example, families A, B, C are 
trapped and released as families A, B, C.  Released prairie dogs are initially protected in 
acclimation caps where the prairie dogs are monitored and fed for a period of time.  
Acclimation caps help prairie dogs adjust to their new home area. In our experience, and 
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those of many other wildlife agencies, we have found that this technique is the most 
successful for humane translocations of prairie dogs.  
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please let us know when we can expect a 
response to our questions as it informs the rest of this community engagement process.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
Carse Pustmueller, Ph.D, animal ecologist and ethologist  
 
Lindsey Sterling Krank, environmental scientist, Humane Society of the United States, 
Wildlife  
 
Pam Wanek, consultant, prairie dog management & ecology 
 
Taylor Jones, M.S., endangered species advocate, WildEarth Guardians 
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From: dfentress@juno.com
To: OSBT-Web; OSMP Input
Date: Wednesday, February 12, 2020 9:43:55 AM

External Sender
Subject: OSMP Evaluation/Prairie Dogs

OSBT & OSMP,

Our family has owned our farm in Boulder County for over 100 years. I have lived and
worked on this farm my entire life. We love where we live and take pride in our land and our
farm. We value fertile pastures, healthy soil and want sustainable agriculture for our future
generations. But now we have a big problem. The City of Boulder has moved into the
neighborhood and is causing all sorts of problems for us by not managing their land. Prairie
dogs have taken over the Brewbaker and Stratton properties and those prairie dogs are coming
onto our farm in huge numbers, causing us to mitigate in huge numbers. When Brewbaker and
Stratton were private farms, they were very nice hay fields. Now, not much grows there except
weeds and prairie dogs.

Lethal control is a necessary option to protect your land and ours. I strongly support lethal
control of all prairie dogs on all OSMP irrigated parcels - all irrigated parcels should be 100%
cleared of prairie dogs. If OSMP hired staff and bought several PERC machines, OSMP would
be able to save money and accomplish this in a much more expedited time frame than 5 years.
Barriers don’t need to be put everywhere, only in strategic locations. It would make sense to
put a barrier on the south side of Neva Road along Beech Open Space to keep the prairie dogs
on the protected habitat. Hire staff to do this too, with training, anyone can build fence. Talk to
Boulder County, they have been doing something right for many years and OSMP should use
their knowledge.

Brewbaker and Stratton need to be cleared sooner not later, they are in desperate shape from
being ignored well over a decade. Our farm should not have to withstand 5 more years of
prairie dog invasion because we have a bad neighbor. Start managing the irrigated lands
appropriately, without prairie dogs, and you can be a good neighbor.

Dan Fentress
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From: Ann Hayes
To: OSMP Input; OSBT-Web; Council
Cc: Russell E Hayes
Subject: Managing Prairie Dogs
Date: Saturday, February 8, 2020 12:34:52 PM

External Sender
For the past 20 years we have shared a boundary with Tellers Farm open space, an expansive parcel
of irrigated, city-owned, open space land in east Boulder County. The city leases this land to a
rancher who grazes cattle on it several months out of the year. However the persistent
encroachment of prairie dogs from more established burrows to the east is reducing that acreage to
loose dirt without a shred of grass. As their population grows, prairie dogs relentlessly colonize
everything in their path. When they reached our fence line (fortified by underground fencing and
visual barriers) they just climbed over! An inexhaustible population from the “other side” continued
to assail us until 2012 when the sylvatic plague wiped them out entirely in one fell swoop. The PD’s
are now making their way back to us burrow by burrow.
 
Jon Gabel, the rancher who presently has the lease on Tellers Farm Open Space, needs to grow
healthy pasture on this acreage in order to graze his cattle. Despite the tremendous effort he’s put
in on this he feels defeated and may soon be leaving our dust bowl for “greener pastures”. Gable has
kind of skills, sense of purpose, and motivation we need in the open space program. If he can’t stick
with this I doubt anyone can.
 
A problem as serious as this, left unsolved, makes a mockery of the professed aims of the city open
space program – stewardship of the land.
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From: Bill Tointon
To: OSMP Input; OSBT-Web; Council
Subject: Prairie Dogs
Date: Monday, February 10, 2020 5:25:20 PM

External Sender

We are Bill and Janiejill Tointon and we own approximately 80 acres in the SW corner of 55th and Niwot Road.
Over the years we have watched the prairie dogs in our area grow and grow.

We can remember back in 1992 when there were not any prairie dogs on the open space land surrounding our
property.  We did not have a prairie dog problem at all.

Over the years we have watched the prairie dogs be brought into our area.  The City even hired a company, Armor
Fence, to build the City a special auger to drill starter holes for the prairie dogs relocated to the Boulder Reservoir.
Back then there was not one prairie dog hole around the Boulder Reservoir.

Another refuge was created just east of us on Niwot Road.  This refuge used to be irrigated farm land and now it is a
prairie dog waste land.

The pristine hay fields that used to surround out land are now full of prairie dog holes. All of the prairie dogs that
inhabit the open space migrate over to our property.  We now kill as many prairie dogs as we can every year and
can’t keep up.  They just keep migrating across from the City Open Space that surrounds us.  Our financial costs to
battle the prairie dogs rise every year and we don’t see any progress.

Our situation is getting more difficult each year.  The prairie dog population keeps increasing and destroying our
land.  This makes the land unsafe to raise our horses and significantly effects our ability to irrigate our property.
The holes divert water and drive the irrigation water under ground.  We need more water each year in order to keep
up with our irrigation.

In addition to irrigation problems, the prairie dogs carry lice, tapeworms and fleas that they are spreading to our
horses and dogs.  We worm our horses twice as much as normal in order to battle the tapeworm problems.  This is
not healthy for the horses, but it is better for them than them being full of worms.

We fully support the elimination of prairie dogs on all irrigated open space land. However, that alone will not be
enough.  Open space still has adjacent lands that have been destroyed by prairie dogs and these lands keep migration
going to all irrigated lands.  You must also stop this migration.

Please get the prairie dogs off of open space land before its too late.  Eventually we will be forced to just let our land
go to the prairie dogs too because it is a loosing battle without the City participating.

Sincerely,

Bill and Janiejill Tointon

Sent from my iPad
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From: MD
To: OSMP Input
Subject: No to killing our local, native wildlife
Date: Sunday, February 16, 2020 4:39:39 PM

External Sender
I would like to voice my support and agree with Keep Boulder Wild recommendations and ask for you to
support non-lethal solutions when it comes to prairie dog management.

The Prairie Dog Working Group has put countless of volunteer hours into finding non-lethal solutions that
benefit both sides.  I'm looking forward to finding a way to prevent a proposed mass slaughter of not just
thousands of prairie dogs, but many other animals that inhabit prairie dog burrows and the many
predators that are depending on prairie dogs for food.

Sincerely,
Nicole Hugo

Not Red nor Blue States but a Green Nation

"What is the nature of a species that knowingly and without good reason exterminates another?"
- George Small

"No act of kindness, no matter how small it may be, is ever wasted"
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From: hobbs4168
To: OSMP Input
Subject: P-dog problems
Date: Friday, February 7, 2020 5:33:50 PM

External Sender

Have you ever thought of opening the area up to hunter ? This would be the most economical
solution to your problem.

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone
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From: Lindsey Sterling Krank
To: Taylor Jones
Cc: OSMP Input; Pam Wanek
Subject: please take survey today! RE: [EXTERNAL] Re: Keep Boulder Wild Comments- Expedited review of prairie dogs

on irrigated lands
Date: Sunday, February 16, 2020 12:50:45 PM

External Sender
Please take survey today of you haven’t already!
https://www.surveygizmo.com/s3/5388636/Draft-Approach-and-Actions
 
Lindsey Sterling Krank, Director
Humane Society of the United States- Wildlife
2525 Arapahoe #E4-527. Boulder, CO 80302
lsterlingkrank@humanesociety.org
C. 720.938.7855 or O. 720.938.0788
 

From: Taylor Jones <tjones@wildearthguardians.org> 
Sent: Sunday, February 16, 2020 12:39 PM
To: Lindsey Sterling Krank <lsterlingkrank@humanesociety.org>
Cc: OSMPInput@bouldercolorado.gov; Ecklund, Alison <EcklundA@bouldercolorado.gov>;
Gershman, Mark <GershmanM@bouldercolorado.gov>; Carse Pustmueller
(carse.pustmueller@gmail.com) <carse.pustmueller@gmail.com>; Pam Wanek <wanek@q.com>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Keep Boulder Wild Comments- Expedited review of prairie dogs on irrigated
lands
 
Thank you Lindsey! Nice work everyone. 

On Feb 16, 2020, at 11:34 AM, Lindsey Sterling Krank
<lsterlingkrank@humanesociety.org> wrote:

Please find our comments attached. Please confirm receipt.
 
Thank you,
Lindsey Sterling Krank
Carse Pustmueller
Pam Wanek
Taylor Jones
 
Lindsey Sterling Krank, Director
Humane Society of the United States- Wildlife
2525 Arapahoe #E4-527. Boulder, CO 80302
lsterlingkrank@humanesociety.org
C. 720.938.7855 or O. 720.938.0788
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From: Walter Knapp
To: OSMP Input; OSBT-Web; Council
Subject: Prairie Dog / OSMP
Date: Tuesday, February 11, 2020 11:04:00 AM

External Sender
To whom in my concern:

I am a Boulder County resident.  My wife, son, and I live at ., Longmont,
80503.  We have owned our home there for the past 10 years and we have a front-row seat to
the damage and devastation from the overcrowding and rampant spread of the Prairie Dog
populations on Open Space as well as adjacent properties.

We support the lethal control of the Prairie Dog populations in these areas.  The damage to
agricultural and open space land is visual and obvious to anyone that has spent any time in
Boulder County.  Its heartbreaking to see both Open Space land as well as agricultural land
become overrun with weeds or completely devoid of nearly all vegetation due to the
overcrowding of the Praire Dog colonies.

This overcrowding is causing irreparable harm to the land as well as to the larger ecosystem.
Water and wind erosion is occurring on a huge scale.  The increase in noxious weeds is setting
in due to the water and wind erosion.

The land is being ravaged by Prairie Dog populations that are out of control.  Our hope is that
you all will see clear to help reduce these over-populations so as not to throw the sensitive
ecosystems we all love out of balance like they are now.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

-Walter

Walter Knapp

Longmont, CO 80503
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From: Tamara Sneddon
To: OSMP Input
Subject: Prairie Dog control
Date: Saturday, February 8, 2020 2:20:48 PM
Attachments: Oasis_Aerial_outline.png

External Sender
 
Hello,
I am so grateful that this problem is being looked at. We live next door to Boulder City open
space and it is a huge problem for us on our farm which is quite small. We are also very
dismayed at the destruction of the 70 acres of open space next door by the exploding prairie
dog population. The agriculture has been decimated and will only get worse. (See attached
photo and imagine the prairie dog holes double or tripling EVERY YEAR.) The prairie dogs don’t
differentiate where the fences are for the open space  and will also continue to spill onto
neighboring parcels and destroy our crops and land.
As an animal rights activist, I like the idea of trapping and spay or neutering them but I believe
it would be an impossible situation to monitor every year. And the cost would be prohibitive I
believe.  We also would still have the current problem of overpopulation on the existing land.
The idea of trapping and moving them to another location is only moving the existing problem
here to another parcel which will have the same overpopulation problem.  The only thing that I
believe will work is to drastically cut down on the population now and continue to monitor it in
the future and keep it low.

As a current neighbor to the parcel on 65th street, I would start by counting how many current
burrows are presently dug. We have noticed on our land that the number more than doubles
every year. There is an optimal habitation number of animals per acre that will allow the land
to thrive which is clearly much lower than the present population and I would aim to keep the
animals at or below that number for the agriculture and the prairie dogs to exist harmoniously.
This will have to be an ongoing effort each year. Perhaps each parcel could be monitored by 
willing neighbors and they could be reimbursed by a tax savings or some kind of trade if
possible to help keep the cost down for the City. I know I would be willing to participate in
something like that. Then the current population could be reduced by carbon dioxide, which in
my opinion is the most humane and not likely to harm other wildlife. The current cost is
approximately $70.00 per hour which will take care of about 20 burrows each hour.
It is a challenging situation that I am sure we can find a solution to. We must protect the
species and the land and facilitate their peaceful coexistence.
Thank you for looking into this problem and searching for a solution,
 
Tamara Sneddon

sneddontamara@gmail.com
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From: Anna Rivas
To: OSMP Input
Subject: prairie dog management on irrigated cropland
Date: Sunday, February 16, 2020 5:10:30 PM

External Sender
Greetings OSMP staff,
I just wanted to submit my comments regarding the management of prairie dogs on Boulder
open space irrigated lands.

I support a package that includes the following:

a. includes and emphasizes non-lethal management;
b. minimizes lethal control;
c. 1-2 pilot innovative leases;
d. direction that a plague management plan be completed and implemented in
2020;
e. directs staff & CPW to increase relocations by 10-20 acres/year for in 2020-
2022;
f. incorporates a 5-7 year implementation plan
g. long-term data collection analyzing carbon sequestration and soil health on
irrigated lands occupied by prairie dogs; and
h. reduces the size of the conflict area to areas of greatest conflict (see section II).

 
 
Sincerely,
Anna Rivas
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From: Bee Chicas
To: Council; OSMP Input; OSBT-Web
Cc: beechicas.deborah; beechicas.theresa; beechicas.cynthia; Tracy Bellehumeur
Subject: Prairie Dog Management on OSMP Land
Date: Wednesday, February 12, 2020 11:18:17 AM
Attachments: PastedGraphic-1.pdf

External Sender
To the City Council and members of OSMP and OSBT,

As residents of Boulder, beekeepers and founding members of the BeeChicas, we are strongly
against the use of Delta Dust on public Open Space Lands. The BeeChicas are a Boulder-
based voice for pollinators, organizers of the Boulder Pollinator Appreciation Month
Celebration, assisting in organizing the 2020 Beyond Pesticides Conference and offer public
and school based workshops to educate on the dangers of pesticides.

We are in favor of humanely euthanizing prairie dogs with carbon monoxide and minimizing
further poisoning of the land, animals and insect populations. We are strongly opposed to the
use of Delta Dust to kill fleas which also kills pollinating insects, especially our critically
important and often overlooked ground dwelling native bees. It can also poison raptors,
coyotes, dogs and ferrets if they eat treated prairie dogs, mice or voles.

We encourage a swift resolution that removes prairie dogs from all agriculture lands in a short
and efficient time frame and minimizes costs and negative impacts on the environment. Any
plan should come from an ecological approach that considers all facets of the ecosystem.

Respectfully,

The BeeChicas
Theresa Beck, Cynthia Scott, Tracy Bellehumeur, Deborah Foy

   BeeChicas
www.beechicas.com
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From: The Biscuit 39
To: OSMP Input
Subject: Prairie Dog Management Options
Date: Sunday, February 16, 2020 7:14:41 PM
Importance: High

External Sender
Hello,

I want to reach out and comment on the current discussion regarding prairie dog
management on irrigated agricultural land in Boulder.  I know that the City invested a fair
amount of money, and the members of the Prairie Dog Advisory Working Group invested a
tremendous amount of their personal time, to come up with viable humane solutions to
prairie dog management in Boulder.  It would be a travesty and, quite frankly, an insult to the
members of the PDAWG to not allow their proposals to see the light of day.

As much as I know members of the OSBT feel that these irrigated parcels are a part of our
"heritage" I do hope you all realize that this "heritage" has actually caused a tremendous
amount of damage to the short grass prairie.  As I sat and listened to the comments of the
citizens seeking mass lethal control they spoke of issues that are the direct result of our
current agriculture system; fencing, weeds, soil erosion, the dust bowl of the 30's.  The short
grass prairie of the US once rivaled the African Serengeti, as vast landscape rich with diversity
and full of countless wild animals.  The white man arrived with their intensive agricultural
systems and drove many species to the brink of extinction, the wolf, the bison and the prairie
dog to name just a very few.  We diverted water to irrigate in a manner that is not natural and
to use this manipulated irrigation to grow mono culture crops, removing habitat not only for
native plants and mammals but ground nesting birds as well.  This intensive agriculture has
damaged the soil and is simply not sustainable.

It does not take a genius to recognize the damage humans have done, and as difficult as it
might be to break out of this cycle it is imperative that we do so and that we do so now.  I
hope that you will all actually keep an open mind to other ideas for these lands such as wildlife
leases.  Why is it that I pay for these properties with my tax money yet they are not "open
space" in the sense that one can visit the area, take a walk, view wildlife.  Why do you not
reassess your charter and reassess these leases? Why is the first step taken to consider killing
what is left of our NATIVE wildlife? 

I suspect the collective IQ of the OSBT is quite high, please use this intelligence to fully
investigate other options and ideas! As a prairie dog relocator I welcome you to come see a
relocation, learn what really happens for these animals, don't just take someone's word for it. 
As a beekeeper in Boulder I can assure you that the Delta Dust applied is of little to no threat
to pollinators.  In fact if you are concerned about other animals being killed than you certainly
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realize that killing prairie dogs also kills every other type of animal inside a prairie dog burrow?
Do you insist that no chemicals of any kind be used on these agricultural leases? If not then
the decision to not relocate because of Delta Dust is nothing but hypocritical.

Please use your minds to move forward, not backward.  Do not allow lethal control of this
critical native species-look at the entire system, not just a portion of it and make changes that
will last into the future.

Thank you.
Susan Sommers

“The idea that some lives matter less is the root of all that is wrong with the world."
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From: Katharine Hobart
To: OSMP Input
Subject: prairie dog management- please help!
Date: Monday, February 10, 2020 10:33:24 AM

External Sender
Greetings Open Space Board of Trustees and staff,

We live in unincorporated Boulder county on a small working 100+ year old farm and our way of life is
currently being jeopardized by the out of control prairie dog situation. It has reached a point where they
decimated multiple fields in our neighborhood and they are regularly looking for new fields to destroy
which makes it dangerous for our livestock and crop production. We appreciate anything you can do to help
us get a handle on this situation ASAP.
Please be pro-active in helping us maintain the agricultural lands and heritage of north Boulder county.

Regards,
Katharine Hobart

Longmont, CO 80503
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From: Frank Hage
To: OSMP Input
Subject: prairie dog option
Date: Thursday, February 6, 2020 8:10:31 PM

External Sender

I've noticed that the local raptors are more successful hunting
prairie dogs when they have a good perch. I suggest we try adding
artificial perches in fields we want to remain agricultural.
We should also try installing pre-built fox holes (using culvert pipe)
to encourage natural culling of prairie dogs and other rodents by
other natural  predators.

--
-Frank Hage  fwhage@gmail.com
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From: Robert Haney
To: OSMP Input
Subject: Prairie Dog populations on irrigated, agricultural open space.
Date: Wednesday, February 12, 2020 10:14:22 AM

External Sender
To whom it may concern,

I have nothing against Prairie Dogs as part of the natural
ecosystem in Boulder County.  However, my personal experience
tells me that something is amiss.  I have lived at 
Road for approximately 15 years.  During the spring/summer of
2019 my dog killed 6 prairie dogs on my back porch.  During all
prior years I had not had one prairie dog on my 2.4 acres that
I was aware of. Now they are at my back door and on the losing
end of confrontations with my dog.

Although my property is adjacent to Boulder County open space,
City of Boulder open space is the next bordering property.
Clearly, this population is growing exponentially and these
dogs are on the move.

Prairie dogs, seemingly cute creatures from a distance, are
quite vicious when confronted up close and personal.  I
witnessed one of the confrontations between my dog and the
Prairie dog.  The Prairie dog lost the fight, but my dog ended
up with battle wounds on her snout.  Additionally, given
Prairie dog colonies natural proclivity for plague, I am indeed
concerned for the safety and welfare of my family and myself. 

Respectfully submitted,

R.K.Haney
 80503
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From: Jenn Knapp
To: OSMP Input; OSBT-Web; Council
Subject: Prairie Dogs on OSMP irrigated ag land
Date: Sunday, February 9, 2020 8:31:18 PM

External Sender
To the Open Space Board of Trustees, and City Council,

I am writing to you regarding lethal control of Prairie Dogs on OSMP irrigated agricultural
lands.  We border the Hester property and try to be good neighbors. We are hoping the City of
Boulder can do the same by controlling their prairie dog populations. We are animal lovers
but we also love the land. We chose to buy property in this area almost 15 years ago because
of the absence of prairie dogs. Our neighborhood is now surrounded by large populations on
city owned land. Prairie dogs not only cause problems on the land they occupy, they deplete
top soil, create nuisance dust and promote weeds. We try to farm responsibly and have
noticed an increase in weed seeds coming down our ditch from populated areas. We prefer to
grow our crop without spraying environmentally harmful weed killer but the increase in seeds
makes that difficult. 

I appreciate the work the staff has been doing and support their recommendation to change
city ordinances to allow burrow destruction and lethal control on irrigated ag lands. I also
agree with the recommendation for a removal regimen of a week of live trapping for raptor
recovery followed by lethal control with PERC machines.  The County’s 20 years of experience
has determined that this is the most effective, publicly acceptable and humane way to deal
with Prairie Dogs on irrigated ag lands.  We eager to see these policy changes and hope they
will be put into effect soon to prevent further damage to the land we all love.

Thank you,
Jenn Knapp

Longmont, CO
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From: Bill Tointon
To: OSMP Input; OSBT-Web; Council
Subject: Prairie Dogs
Date: Monday, February 10, 2020 5:25:20 PM

External Sender

We are Bill and Janiejill Tointon and we own approximately 80 acres in the .
Over the years we have watched the prairie dogs in our area grow and grow.

We can remember back in 1992 when there were not any prairie dogs on the open space land surrounding our
property.  We did not have a prairie dog problem at all.

Over the years we have watched the prairie dogs be brought into our area.  The City even hired a company, Armor
Fence, to build the City a special auger to drill starter holes for the prairie dogs relocated to the Boulder Reservoir.
Back then there was not one prairie dog hole around the Boulder Reservoir.

Another refuge was created just east of us on Niwot Road.  This refuge used to be irrigated farm land and now it is a
prairie dog waste land.

The pristine hay fields that used to surround out land are now full of prairie dog holes. All of the prairie dogs that
inhabit the open space migrate over to our property.  We now kill as many prairie dogs as we can every year and
can’t keep up.  They just keep migrating across from the City Open Space that surrounds us.  Our financial costs to
battle the prairie dogs rise every year and we don’t see any progress.

Our situation is getting more difficult each year.  The prairie dog population keeps increasing and destroying our
land.  This makes the land unsafe to raise our horses and significantly effects our ability to irrigate our property.
The holes divert water and drive the irrigation water under ground.  We need more water each year in order to keep
up with our irrigation.

In addition to irrigation problems, the prairie dogs carry lice, tapeworms and fleas that they are spreading to our
horses and dogs.  We worm our horses twice as much as normal in order to battle the tapeworm problems.  This is
not healthy for the horses, but it is better for them than them being full of worms.

We fully support the elimination of prairie dogs on all irrigated open space land. However, that alone will not be
enough.  Open space still has adjacent lands that have been destroyed by prairie dogs and these lands keep migration
going to all irrigated lands.  You must also stop this migration.

Please get the prairie dogs off of open space land before its too late.  Eventually we will be forced to just let our land
go to the prairie dogs too because it is a loosing battle without the City participating.

Sincerely,

Bill and Janiejill Tointon

Sent from my iPad
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From: Gina Elliott
To: Council; OSMP Input; OSBT-Web
Subject: Prairie Dogs
Date: Monday, February 10, 2020 9:45:21 AM
Importance: High

External Sender
 
Regarding Belgrove property issues- Prairie Dogs and Weeds

(Jay Road on the north, 47th on the west, and Diagonal Highway on the east) 
 
Gentlemen/ Ladies,
               We have lived on Jay road for over 37 years- we live just north of the Belgrove property.
Prior to Open Space owning this property- it was a beautiful acreage, grazing pastures and hay fields.
Since Open Space has owned it, it has become an eye soar and a very poor neighbor after the
ranchers and farmers left. It is overrun with prairie dogs and the weeds blow the seeds into our
pastures and lawns. Maintaining a prairie dog population and having a weed control problem go
hand in hand.
               The prairie dog colony has exploded and during their migration they cross Jay Road and
come onto our properties. We do NOT want your prairie dogs. Please keep them on your property.
We do not want our properties to look like yours. Years ago Open Space assured us there would be
no prairie dogs on the Belgrove property. Well, that obviously didn’t happen. Now that piece of land
is ruined. Certain times of year- especially during dry years- that land is just weeds, dirt, and prairie
dogs and when the wind blows there is a huge dust storm that blows across the Diagonal Highway.
               The concept and idea of open space is a good one. But, if all the Open Space cannot be
properly maintained, then Open Space becomes a very bad neighbor. Rather than purchasing more
land, maybe it would be wise to put money into more staffing and maintaining the properties you
already own.
               The prairie dogs are rodents and spread disease and ruin the pastures and hay fields. They
need to be poisoned so the land can recover from their destruction. Please don’t waste the money
to relocate them. No one else wants them and they will just ruin any land in their next location.
There is NOT a shortage of prairie dogs. They are ruining productive agriculture lands so the land is
no longer productive. Please euthanize them so the lands can recover.
               Please give this property some attention. It used to be a beautiful piece of land. Currently, it
is pathetic and if it only affected that piece of land- that would be one thing. But, it does not. It is
affecting all the neighbors. We do NOT want your prairie dogs, or your weed seeds. Please don’t
make your problems our problems.
 
               Thank you,
 
 

David and Teresa Elliott
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From: Linda Abrams
To: OSMP Input
Subject: Prairie Dogs
Date: Friday, February 7, 2020 3:00:52 PM

External Sender
Do not kill the prairie dogs. I suggest relocating as many as possible and neutering (spaying) the
females to reduce the population going forward.
 
Linda Abrams
(Boulder County)
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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From: randy@rainbowsigns.com
To: OSMP Input
Subject: Prairie Dogs
Date: Friday, February 7, 2020 10:16:29 AM

External Sender

Hello,

I feel if someone cares that much about the Dogs, they need to pay for their care. Why should tax payers take care of
the vermin, which they carry diseases that will kill you and me!!
Common sense, agree? I feel for the Ranchers, since they help keep us healthy and the Dogs will kill us!!  Let’s just
Vote on it and maybe the folks who care that much, we can move them to their property.

Regards
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From: Sandi Nypaver
To: OSMP Input
Subject: Prairie Dogs
Date: Friday, February 7, 2020 12:54:03 AM

External Sender
Dear OSMP,

While I'm unfortunately out of town and will not be able to attend the meeting on February
12th, I want to make sure Boulder is doing all it possibly can to protect the prairie dogs. It may
sound silly, but they've brought me so much joy whenever I pass them on the Goose Creek
Path.

"Prairie dogs are highly social, living in large groups called “towns”. They co-operate to share
food, protect their burrow and often groom each other. When group members meet each other
they give them a prairie dog kiss, or nuzzle." While I know they pose some obstacles, this
should be enough information to know that killing is not the answer. We live in a wealthy,
intelligent city with the necessary means to protect these animals who are just trying to live.
We've taken so much from them already with all the growth the city has had over the years.
Now it's time to realize they're part of the city and it's our job to protect them.

I urge the OSMP to please protect the prairie dogs and their homes.

Thank you,

Sandi Nypaver

Always be kind and follow what makes you happy. This is how the world will become a better
place.
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From: Cary MacDonald
To: OSMP Input
Subject: Prairie Dogs
Date: Thursday, February 6, 2020 11:39:18 PM

External Sender

To All Concerned:

As you are already aware, prairie dogs have important roles in the prairie ecosystem.

Destroying and killing should no longer be considered.  Please make room for nature and the prairie dogs in our
community.

Yours truly,

Cary MacDonald
Boulder, CO

Carymacd@gmail.com

Sent from my iPad
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From: Richard Reynolds
To: Council; OSBT-Web; OSMP Input
Subject: Prairie-dog policy
Date: Saturday, February 8, 2020 7:08:05 PM
Attachments: Jan 7 2009 R Reynolds dust from PD colony.ppt

External Sender
Dear Council Members and OSMP Board of Trustees:

I’m writing to comment on the OSBT recommendations regarding control of prairie
dogs that have overpopulated and degraded OSMP irrigated, agricultural lands.

With regret, I acknowledge that lethal control will be necessary to control prairie-dog
populations on these lands.  Such actions, however, will present the welcome
challenge of rehabilitating the severely degraded ag lands to productive uses with an
additional goal of storing carbon. I acknowledge the difficulty in making these
decisions, with deep personal concern for animals, especially raptors that dine on
prairie dogs.

One overriding concern is that any relocation of prairie dogs will inevitably and
irreparably degrade the (relative) health of native grasslands to which they may be
sent.  Please, No!  Such deleterious outcomes have already occurred and are on-
going.  I urge that any relocation of prairie dogs not include lands having native plant
communities vulnerable to inevitable degradation.

Ironically, prairie dog relocation will have the opposite effect of a “keystone” on
relatively healthy (native grassland) ecosystems to which they might be moved:
Prairie dogs will and do severely degrade these ecosystems by converting native
plant communities to those dominated by invasive plants.  Such distressing outcomes
have already been documented.

I’m familiar in some detail with one issue: Wind erosion and dust emission from a
prairie-dog colonies. I attach a few powerpoint slides that I took on Jan. 7, 2009 on
OSMP land west of Highway 93.  Having observed the degradation of the soil
supporting this colony over the preceding months, I anticipated that strong winds
would produce dust.  The first slide was published on the cover of a major
international science journal, “Frontiers in Ecology and the Environment” (Oct. 2010,
v. 8, no. 8).  The photos should speak for themselves: Within a few hours, many tons
of soil material were removed, along with carbon and other soil nutrients.  I append
below the caption for that photo, written by Tim Seastedt and me.

I’ve seen photos of similar dust-emission events on OSMP ag land degraded by
prairie dog colonies.  Of most concern in our ag settings about blowing dust is soil
loss.  But blowing dust presents a significant hazard to humans when that dust is
respired.  There are many hundreds of peer-reviewed scientific articles about many
deleterious health effects of breathing dust.

Few, if any, of our OSMP ecosystems closely resemble a truly complete ecosystem
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as existed about 150 years ago.  One significant difference is, of course, the
presence of our agriculture as a major factor in altering ecosystems.  Nevertheless,
we all value agriculture, and that’s a primary reason to eliminate prairie dogs from ag
lands where and when such land can be again made productive for food production
and carbon storage. 

Another important difference between now and “then” is the presence and, in places,
dominance of invasive species -- plants, animals, and microbes.  In a tangential twist
of fate, the bacterium (Yersinia pestis), which causes plague forcing the periodic
demise of colonies, was introduced to North America (San Francisco) in a ship from
Asia in 1900.

With prairie dogs, our ag lands will continue to collapse into patches of invasive plants
with bare-dirt interspaces, with wind erosion leading to soil loss and periodic
appearances of Yersinia pestis.

Thank you for considering these comments.

Sincerely,

Richard Reynolds, Ph.D.

Slide 1 caption.

Dust storm from a prairie-dog colony in southern Boulder County, Colorado, Jan. 7,
2009 (photo by Richard Reynolds). Prairie dogs were relocated into this native-prairie
site on City of Boulder Open Space in 2000 and 2001, and by the winter seasons of
2009 and 2010 nearly all plant cover was eliminated.  Total carbon and nitrogen
concentrations in top 10 cm of soil declined between 1998 and spring 2009, with
losses of soil carbon of about 20 per cent (T. Seastedt, Univ. of Colorado, unpubl.
data). By late spring of 2009 the colony was eradicated by plague, and a plant
community of mainly native fringed sage, annual sunflowers, and nonnative bindweed
became established that suppressed dust emission (plant community identified by T.
Seastedt).
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Jan. 7, 2009
Dust from prairie dog colony on Boulder 
City Open Space at Highway 93-Colo. 128.
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Jan. 7, 2009
Dust from prairie dog town on Boulder 
City Open Space at Highway 93-Colo. 128.
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Jan. 7, 2009
Dust from prairie dog colony on Boulder 
City Open Space at Highway 93-Colo. 128.
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Jan. 7, 2009
Dust from prairie dog colony on Boulder 
City Open Space near Highway 93-Colo. 128.
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Jan. 7, 2009 Dust from prairie dog colony on Boulder 
City Open Space at Highway 93-Colo. 128.
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From: robert@tullyartworks.com
To: OSMP Input
Subject: predator habitat for prairie dog colonies
Date: Thursday, February 6, 2020 11:50:29 AM

External Sender
Dear OSMP,

I would like to suggest three ideas for long-term control of prairie dogs by improving
adjacent habitat for foxes, coyotes and raptors:

1. Dig a 10" deep trench around the colony perimeter, piling the dirt in a row next to it,
making an 20" high concealment lane for coyotes and foxes. Grasses will grow better
here and enhance concealment. The prairie dogs will be uncomfortable crossing this.
A backhoe could dig this in short order. These lanes should be dead ends so as not to
become erosion channels.

2. Add occasional lanes into the colony to improve hunting prospects for coyotes and
foxes.

3. Build raptor perches within distant sight of the colonies. Ideally this would be done
with natural logs with a cross branch for a natural look.

4. Create nearby den habitats by placing a sandstone slab over a small hole dug in the
ground.

It should be noted that all of these features were more common in the prairie landscape
before farming and ranching leveled the land, removed den rocks and cut down dead trees.
I recommend placing a camera at some of the lanes to check whether predators are using
them.

Please let me know if these ideas are of interest.

Sincerely,

Robert Tully

Louisville CO 80027
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From: E. K.
To: OSMP Input
Subject: Pro: Lethal removal of praire dogs
Date: Thursday, February 6, 2020 10:07:54 AM

External Sender
Please use lethal removal of praire dogs. They are overpopulated and a pest. They are
destroying the land and need to be exterminated. Use common sense. You can't relocate all the
praire dogs; there's too many of them so you need to kill them. Besides, if the relocation costs
more, which I'm assuming it does, the city should be instead using extermination, as it's the
cheaper option.

- E House

please excuse any brevity and errors. this was sent from my S9+
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From: Taylor Jones
To: Lindsey Sterling Krank
Cc: OSMP Input; Ecklund, Alison; Gershman, Mark; Carse Pustmueller (carse.pustmueller@gmail.com); Pam Wanek
Subject: Re: Keep Boulder Wild Comments- Expedited review of prairie dogs on irrigated lands
Date: Sunday, February 16, 2020 12:38:43 PM

External Sender
Thank you Lindsey! Nice work everyone.

On Feb 16, 2020, at 11:34 AM, Lindsey Sterling Krank
<lsterlingkrank@humanesociety.org> wrote:

Please find our comments attached. Please confirm receipt.
 
Thank you,
Lindsey Sterling Krank
Carse Pustmueller
Pam Wanek
Taylor Jones
 
Lindsey Sterling Krank, Director
Humane Society of the United States- Wildlife

lsterlingkrank@humanesociety.org

 
<2_16_20_DRAFT All Comments FINAL .pdf>
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From: Kristy Anderson
To: OSBT-Web; OSMP Input; Council
Cc: Chet Anderson
Subject: Use of lethal means to control prairie dog populations is critical to management and restoration of OSMP irrigated

agriculture lands
Date: Wednesday, February 12, 2020 4:50:29 PM

External Sender

To Open Space Board of Trustees, OSMP Staff and City of Boulder Council:
This email is to strongly urge you to use all means available to you, including lethal means, to
mitigate the extensive and increasing damage from prairie dogs we see on Open Space
properties, especially irrigated agriculture properties. 
We are a farming family, and City and County Open Space properties are near and adjacent
neighbors. We have watched the consequences of failure to manage open space and ag
properties as the prairie dog populations have exploded—witness the destruction on the
Brewbaker-Sorensen Open Space, Beech Open Space and the Boulder Valley Farm holdings.
The stated values and priorities concerning irrigated ag properties have not been met and it is
urgent that resources be committed to meet the management responsibilities for OSMP
holdings of irrigated ag land. The commitment of resources must be done in a pragmatic and
responsible manner—it is far more cost and resource efficient to incorporate lethal control as a
tool. It is clear that the population pressures are causing potentially irreversible damage and
that the prairie dogs have no concern for the artificial boundaries drawn to designate
ownership or management boundaries—the critical need is to clearly direct a more
comprehensive management policy that requires consideration of the total ecosystem, focusing
on rebalancing prairie dog populations to restore and preserve our irrigated ag properties. 
This policy must empower staff to work with all stakeholders, public and private, to achieve
the goals of getting control of the overpopulation problem, and coordinating to restore and
protect our irrigated ag properties and the water rights and use that historically have enabled
our farmers and ranchers to work the land.
Thank you for your anticipated support of action to protect our irrigated ag properties.

Chet and Kristy Anderson

Longmont, CO 80503
kristytfhc@gmail.com
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From: Elizabeth Black
To: OSBT-Web; Potter, John; Burke, Dan; OSMP Input; Anacker, Brian
Cc: pshuler@mac.com; Molly Davis; ruthwright1440@gmail.com; Pomerance, Stephen
Subject: Why I got such different PD growth rates than staff did.
Date: Thursday, February 6, 2020 5:32:13 PM

External Sender
Dear OSBT and OSMP Staff,
I have been puzzling over why Staff and I got such very different growth rates for prairie dog
populations, and I think I figured it out.  It is a math problem, which is always hard to explain in
regular English, but I’ll try.
I think what you may have done is look at the prairie dog occupation acreage of 41% in 2014, and
the prairie dog occupancy acreage of 60+% in 2019, subtracted 41 from 60, got 19, divided by 6 and
whoop-dee-doo, we have a growth rate of 3%!  If you look at the first 2 purple columns in the table
below, you see that if you add 3% to 41% for 6 years you do indeed get to 59% which is pretty close
to 60 and 2020 is pretty close to 2019, so you are good, right?
Well not really.
First of all, you have to add 4% each year to 41 to get up to 60+% in 2019.  But that’s a minor
quibble.  The real problem is that your math operations do not give you the growth RATE.  They only
tell you by what amount the acreage is growing each year.  To get the actual growth rate, you have
to divide.  So the formula to get the growth rate should be:

New acres added ÷ Acres occupied last year = Growth rate.

So the 4th purple column and the 4th orange column in the table below give you your growth rates. 
The easiest way to grock this is to think of a 1% occupancy by PD’s, and then imagine what it would
mean if that population grows to 5% occupancy the next year.  That would not be a 4% growth rate. 
It would be a 400% growth rate, because there are 4 times as many new acres occupied as there
were formerly.  A 4% growth rate would mean that there would be only 1.04% acres occupied the
next year.
The other thing I must point out is that the growth rate you are citing assumes that every PD born on
your property stays on your property and dies there, and that there is no expansion onto other
properties.  It also assumes that there is no increase in densities of PD’s on your acreage.  You know
that both of these things are false.  To get an accurate growth rate you must make some good faith
attempt to quantify the PD’s that are invading neighboring properties, and the increasing densities
of burrows on your own lands.
I hope this helps clarify things.  I sincerely hope that you will correct your math mistakes and give the
public a more mathematically accurate growth rate.
Thank you very much for your attention, Elizabeth Black
 

Year %
occupancy

Grows by
3%

Growth
rate

Year %
Occupancy

Grows by
4%

Growth
Rate

2014 41 3 7.3% 2014 41 4 9.8%
2015 44 3 6.8% 2015 45 4 8.9%
2016 47 3 6.4% 2016 49 4 8.2%
2017 50 3 6.0% 2017 53 4 7.5%
2018 53 3 5.7% 2018 57 4 7.0%
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2019 56 3 5.4% 2019 61 4 6.6%
2020 59 3 5.1% 2020 65 4 6.2%

 
 

4340 N 13th St.      Boulder CO 80304      303-449-7532w  720-839-5576c
Elizabeth@ElizabethBlackArt.com
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An	Analysis	of	Staff’s	Costs	in	Table	4	of	Agenda	Packet	page	17	
Staff gives the following costs in their preliminary draft: 

Cost per foot of Metal exclusion barrier:       $40/foot   page 77 of agenda packet 
Cost per acre of live trapping with CO termination    $4000/acre  page 62 of agenda packet   
Estimated Cost per acre of live trapping for 1 week w/CO termination  $1000/acre  My estimate, no staff analysis 
Cost per acre of lethal control with PERC     $221   page 69 of agenda packet 
Cost per acre of lethal control with gas cartridges    $65   page 66 of agenda packet 
Reclamation costs Grading, irrigation repair   $12-$44/acre 
   Seeding/Planting  $76-$124/acre 
   Soil Amendment  $16-$272/acre 
Total Reclamation costs        $104-$440/acre  page 81 of agenda packet 

I used staff’s costs in my own breakdown analysis of costs in the table below.  Staff states on page 17 of the agenda packet that all estimated costs “include 
estimated costs for removal, exclusion and restoration”.   I replicated staff’s stated assumptions from page 17 of the agenda packet.  But since I don’t know all 
the assumptions which staff used to arrive at their costs, I had to make some assumptions of my own, which are: 

1. A metal exclusion barrier will be placed on all sides of the field being cleared.  This is a flawed assumption, since barriers on all 4 sides of a field are 
not needed most of the time. 

2. Live trapped animals will be terminated with carbon monoxide, and then will then be donated to Birds of Prey.  Live trapping will only be conducted for one 
week per site.  I estimated that this would cost ¼ of what staff’s live trapping costs would be for complete removal of animals by live trapping.  I do not 
know if my estimate of $1000/acre is correct. 

  Acres 
Perimeter 
in feet 

1 week live 
trapping, CO 
termination to 
BOP recovery: 
$1000/acre 

Lethal 
control with 

PERC: 
$221/acre 

Metal 
exclusion 
barrier: 
$40/ft 

Reclamation: Grading, 
irrigation repair, 
seeding, soil 

amendment: Low end 
cost $104/acre 

Reclamation: Grading, 
irrigation repair, 
seeding, soil 

amendment: High 
end cost $440/acre   

Low end 
total cost 

High end 
total cost 

Cost/acre 
   

$1,000  $221  $40 x 
perimeter 

$ 104  $ 440 
     

1 acre field  1  836  $ 1,000  $221  $33,440  $104  $ 440 
 

$34,765  $35,101 
40 acre field  40  5280  $40,000  $8,840  $211,200  $4,160  $17,600 

 
$ 264,200  $ 277,640 

80 acre field  80  7860  $80,000  $17,680  $314,400  $ 8,320  $35,200 
 

$ 420,400  $447,280 
160 acre field  160  10560  $160,000  $35,360  $422,400  $ 16,640  $70,400 

 
$ 634,400  $ 688,160 

640 acre field  640  21120  $640,000  $141,440  $844,800  $66,560  $281,600 
 

$ 1,692,800  $ 1,907,840 
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Analysis	of	costs:	
1.  My cost estimates are fairly close to staff’s cost estimates (see table below), so it appears that staff may have used similar assumptions about 

barrier and lethal control costs as I did.  (For the 160 acre field, I extrapolated costs from staff’s 242 acre field numbers.)   
 

My Estimates  Staff Estimates 
Cost for 40 acre field  $264,200 ‐ $277,640  $200K ‐ $300K 
Cost for 80 acre field  $420,400 ‐ $447,280  $350K ‐ $450K 
Cost for 160 acre field  $634,400 ‐ $688,160  $529K ‐ $595K 

2. The actual cost of lethal control of prairie dogs with PERC machines is a very small portion of the total costs being considered, and 
accounts for 3% to 7.5% of the total costs.  (See table below.) 

3. The largest portion of costs are for the metal barrier exclusion fences, which range from 76% to 44% of the costs, with percentages decreasing as 
larger amounts of contiguous lands are cleared of prairie dogs. That is because acreages of land increase at a faster rate than their perimeters do,  

4. The second largest portion of costs is for the week of live trapping preceding lethal control.  These costs range from 14% to 33% of the total costs, 
and increase as larger amounts of contiguous lands are cleared. (See table below.) 

5. Reclamation costs range from 2% to 15% of the total costs, and increase as more lands are cleared. (See table below.) 

How	can	OSMP	decrease	these	costs?	
Since barrier fencing is the largest percentage of costs, it is the first place to focus.  Possible ways to decrease barrier fencing costs include: 

1. Establishing good working relationships with all neighbors, so that concurrent control can be accomplished on adjoining lands, thus eliminating the 
need for barrier fencing between adjacent cleared lands.  Subsidizing the costs of CO cartridges for neighbors ($65/acre) is much less than the 
cost of a barrier fence. ($40 x 209 feet per side of an acre = $8360 for  fencing to protect one side of an acre) 

2. Hiring an in-house team of seasonals to build barrier fencing. Contracting services is the most expensive way to get them. 
3. Soliciting volunteers from the community to help build fencing.  There is obviously a great deal of energy and passion among prairie dog lovers.  If 

their passion was directed towards building barrier fencing to protect prairie dogs from lethal control, you might find volunteers. 

Live trapping is the second highest percentage of costs, so it is the second place to focus.  Possible ways to decrease live trapping costs include: 

1. Hiring an in-house team of seasonals to conduct live trapping. Contracting services is the most expensive way to get them. 

  PERC 
 % of total costs 

Barrier Fencing 
% of total costs 

Live Trapping 
 % of total costs 

Low Reclamation $’s 
% of total costs 

High Reclamation $’s  
% of total costs 

40 acre field  3.2%  76.1%  14.4%  1.6%  6.3% 
80 acre field  4.0%  70.3%  17.9%  2.0%  7.9% 
160 acre field  5.1%  61.4%  23.3%  2.6%  10.2% 
640 acre field  7.4%  44.3%  33.5%  3.9%  14.8% 
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2. Do not live-trap all areas.  Some areas where prairie dogs have been live trapped before, and where prairie dogs are habituated to traps should be 
skipped. 

3. Ascertaining how many prairie dogs Birds of Prey needs annually for their programs, and stop live trapping after those annual numbers are 
reached. 

Reclamation costs, the third highest percentage of costs can be decreased by: 

1. Hiring an in-house team of seasonals to conduct reclamation. Contracting services is the most expensive way to get them.  
2. Reimbursing tenants for their costs to reclaim land. 
3. Contracting with young farmers who want a chance at a new lease to remediate lands in exchange for some guarantees on future leases. 
4. Exploring NRCS grant funding for reclamation of degraded lands. 

OSMP has neglected their agricultural lands for over 20 years.  County folks have hollered for decades that the City should not acquire any more land until 
it can take care of the land they have.  City folks have ignored what County folks have been saying, figuring County folks are just grumpy old country 
bumpkins who do not care about the environment like City folks do.  Well, it turns out the County folks were right, and now it is time to pay the piper.  It 
should come as no surprise to City folks that 20 years of neglect will cost a great deal of money to fix.  The decades of turning a blind eye to the 
destruction of our agricultural lands by prairie dogs is costing us dearly now.  My hope is that the City can learn from this mistake, and in the future, 
immediately address problems on our agricultural lands, instead of waiting 20 years until they become an emergency. 
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From: lisa morzel   
Sent: Friday, February 14, 2020 1:46 PM
To: Burke, Dan <BurkeD@bouldercolorado.gov>
Subject: Re: letter to OSBT for consideration

Thanks, Dan, for your response.  While I'm glad my letter and materials will be entered into the
public record, I do hope you will answer some of my specific questions since I was very involved in all
of this.

I hope to hear in more detail with respect to my  specific points in my letter.

Thank you.  Enjoy your weekend.

Lisa

On Fri, Feb 14, 2020 at 12:36 PM Burke, Dan <BurkeD@bouldercolorado.gov> wrote:

Hello and thank you, Lisa for the correspondence and I also hope life find you well!

I have forwarded your email along with the attachments to members of our project team and
your input will also be made part of the record with regards to community feedback we have
received during this current engagement window.

Dan

From: lisa morzel  > 
Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2020 5:08 PM
To: Burke, Dan <BurkeD@bouldercolorado.gov>
Subject: letter to OSBT for consideration

External Sender

Hi Dan

Please see attached letter and peer-reviewed articles I have sent to the OSBT

Hope you are well
Lisa
--
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www.lisamorzel.com

"Politics is what we create by what we do, what we hope for, and what we dare to imagine."
Paul Wellstone (1944-2002)

"The basic principle in planning a city is that it should be designed for human beings."
Dennis O'Harrow, former long-time executive director, American Society of Planning Officials
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February 13, 2020 

Dear OSBT, 

After watching your and staff’s discussion on prairie dogs last night, I am writing you in hopes of 
broadening the discussion on this debate: 

1. I was surprised at the range of staff recommendations and the associated costs projected for 
prairie dog (PD) management on the city’s OSMP irrigated agricultural lands as well as the 
narrow focus of the discussion which seemed to range from status quo to expanding our 
current lethal program 500%. If OSBT determines to significantly expand its lethal control 
management as it appears it plans to do, much more public outreach is necessary. 

2. It is clear a radical shift from current policy of lethal control of PD is under full consideration but 
I ask why a more comprehensive picture is not being presented in managing PD in agricultural 
practices.  If OSMP is going to “shift” so far in this one policy on ag lands, why aren’t additional 
shifts also being considered. 

a. For example,  PD and bison have co‐existed successfully for 100’s of thousands of years 
in this area yet cattle, a non‐native species, have been introduced only in the last 100‐
150 years in Boulder, with considerable detrimental impacts to the landscape.  Why is 
there not a discussion of reintroducing bison to our OSMP and transitioning from cattle 
to bison. 

i. In 2015, Ted Turner offered the City 10 or so bison in hopes of expanding the 
bison population.  The city declined the offer based on cost of fencing, hiring a 
manager who would oversee the bison population, and the thought that the 
public would not support any culling of the bison, whose herd would grow, and 
require culling.  It may be time to reconsider this offer and encourage ranchers 
to transition from cattle to bison. 

ii. Currently OSMP counts each head of cattle as an ANU yet a cow with her new 
calf or calves still is counted as a single ANU.  This does not make sense in terms 
of being able to assess the actual impacts of the individual animals.  One does 
not equal 2 or 3 but that is how OSMP counts number of cattle on our OSMP ag 
lands.  This needs reassessment. 

iii. Why is regenerative farming not a discussion topic in this debate?  Council last 
May 2019 specifically asked that the possibility of regenerative farming and 
carbon sequestration be fully considered in our ag lands management policies.  
What is the status of this?” 

iv. Why are not applicants to lease OSMP ag land using regenerative farming 
practices not being considered as leasees?  Do we have any regenerative 
farming practices occurring currently on our OSMP lands? 

b. No discussion was had last night on the allowance through the state of Colorado to kill 
coyotes, fox, badgers, etc on private property yet these animals as well as birds of prey 
are natural predators of PD and they are being exterminated right along with the PD 
leaving the PD with not enough predators.  I ask that OSBT and the City Council include 
changing this practice at the state level in its legislative agenda. 

c. Why are we not considering transitioning from monocultures of hay (food for cows and 
horses) to be replaced with a variety of native forbs on our OSMP lands? 
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d. Are there OSMP lands in the northern tier that could be “northern” grasslands similar 
to our southern grasslands where PD’s with bison could be reintroduced? 

3. The analyses presented by staff were incomplete and seemed to focus solely on lethal control 
of PD.  Many speakers from the public as well as staff and trustees all refer to “carbon 
sequestration” but I think it is meaning different things to different people.  This term needs 
definition in how it is applied here and what standard approaches will be used in accessing how 
carbon is being actually being sequestered into the soil. 

a. No discussion was had in how OSMP is doing this.  Last spring Council was assured a 
scientific study of soil and its carbon content would be completed in this phase of the 
assessment, yet I saw no evidence of this last night in the staff presentation.  In fact, 
OSMP hired an individual to do this work and I ask where is that study and its results.  
Last spring, council was presented a soil study that only considered the upper few cm 
when in fact a more accurate study would be consider a soil profile of >1‐3 m. 

b. Some in the public discussed the function PD serve in sequestering carbon in PD 
burrows as PD are known to have burrows as deep as 7 m and continually churn the 
soil.  Has anyone in OSMP staff taken a soil profile through abandoned PD burrows? 

c. Where are the soil profiles in this study that have examined the carbon and where are 
those measurements?  Have there been any comparisons between soil profiles and 
carbon content on overgrazed properties vs prime forb‐rich healthy properties vs 
profiles through abandoned PD burrows and, if so, how deep have those profiles been 
(it cannot be limited to just a few cm)?  Has there been any temporal analysis of how 
long it takes for carbon to be sequestered into our soils here and are there 
amendments to the soil that can aid in sequestration? 

d. I thought the “science” presented last night was lacking, somewhat biased in lack of 
data.  The “analyses” presented last night was incomplete at best and appeared to 
focus purely on the killing of PD. 

4. The city invested considerable OSMP funds in a 2‐year Prairie Dog Working Group which 
offered excellent long‐term recommendations for management of PD.  The individuals on this 
working group also invested considerable time and effort in this.  Where do those 
recommendations stand?  I’m concerned about the public process in this case and how the city 
has decided to engage with the public and full transparency?  

5. OSMP is now considering the purchase of large perk machines that systematically roll across 
our lands pumping carbon monoxide into PD burrows and hiring additional staff, who 
undoubtedly will earn low wages, to do this work.  I would suggest that if this is the OSMP 
solution for our PD‐occupied leased lands that, at a bare minimum, the City does not hire out 
for low income workers to do the killing but require those leasees who want eradication of PD 
on their leased lands to do this work.     

6. Next week the City will be engaging in Tribal Consultations with American Indians from this 
area.  As you are aware, this group would like to have more access to some of our lands.  Would 
there be a way to engage with the People to learn what practices or approaches they may 
recommend as our ag lands were not in the condition they are today when American Indians 
cared for and occupied these lands?  

City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks 
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP Occupied by Prairie Dogs 
Engagement Window 2 Compendium of Community Input

Page 333



7. Finally, the question of agriculture lands in our Open Space charter needs consideration and are
the current practices currently applied as sustainable as they should be?  Are there better
alternatives?  Should the current charter be amended?

I wish you well in your deliberations tonight.  I’ve attached 2 recent peer‐reviewed papers “Presence of 
both Active and Inactive Colonies of Prairie Dogs Contributes to Higher Vegetation Heterogeneity at the 
Landscape Scale” and “Soil Change Induced by Prairie Dogs across Three Ecological Sites” for your 
consideration.  I’ve also attached a link to “Impacts of holistic planned grazing with bison compared to 
continuous grazing with cattle in South Dakota shortgrass prairie” 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0167880919300301 

I can send more but thought these might be helpful.  I recognize this discussion will continue and that 
you probably do not have time to thoroughly study these papers tonight before your meeting but trust 
you will approach this issue more in depth prior to any final decision. 

Thank you, 

Lisa Morzel 

lisamorzel@gmail.com 

OSMP staff note:  Copyright restrictions prohibit the city from distributing the full text of the article referenced by Dr. 
Morzel entitled “Presence of both Active and Inactive Colonies of Prairie Dogs Contributes to Higher Vegetation 
Heterogeneity at the Landscape Scale”.  The abstract of the article is provided below:

Back-tailed prairie dogs are herbivorous rodents known to have large effects on grassland landscapes in North 
America. They have considerable impacts on prairie plant communities as the result of repeated clipping of 
vegetation that can reduce preferred forage species and may indirectly result in increased abundance of disturbance-
tolerant species. We investigated plant communities within three different habitat types: Active and inactive prairie 
dog colonies, and adjacent suitable, but unoccupied, control areas in the Northern Great Plains of Montana, U.S.A. 
Plant species richness did not vary markedly between the three habitat types. However, plant composition measured 
as cover of plant life forms (forbs, shrubs, and graminoids), which was further divided into native status (native or 
introduced), and plant species indicators (plant species associated with a specific habitat) did vary distinctly between 
the three habitat types. Differences in plant composition between the habitat types suggests black-tailed prairie dog 
activities result in greater diversity of plant microhabitats at a landscape scale, and prairie dogs are an important 
component of the overall ecosystem in the Northern Great Plains of North America.

The  citation for this article is given below for those interested in seeking the full text of the article.  

Cæcilie Aamand Gervin, Hans Henrik Bruun, Tim Seipel, and Neil D. Burgess "Presence of both Active and Inactive 
Colonies of Prairie Dogs Contributes to Higher Vegetation Heterogeneity at the Landscape Scale," The American 
Midland Naturalist 181(2), 183-194, (6 May 2019). https://doi.org/10.1674/0003-0031-181.2.183
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Soil Change Induced by Prairie  
Dogs across Three Ecological Sites

Forest, Range & Wildland Soils

Prairie dogs (Cynomys spp.) can influence vegetation dynamics and land-
scape hydrology by altering soil properties, yet few studies have evaluated 
soil responses to prairie dog activities across a range of soil types. This study 
was conducted to quantify prairie dog effects on soil properties within three 
unique ecological sites differing in soil and landscape attributes on a 1400 
ha ranch near Mclaughlin, SD. Soil properties and infiltration rate were 
evaluated within thin claypan, loamy, and shallow loamy ecological sites 
corresponding to footslope, backslope, and summit–shoulder landscape posi-
tions, respectively. Prairie dog activity was found to influence soil properties 
similarly across ecological sites. Prairie dog activity contributed to consid-
erable soil heterogeneity, with on-mound areas characterized as acidified, 
nutrient “hot spots” compared with off-mound areas. on-mound areas pos-
sessed faster infiltration rates than off-mound areas within loamy and shallow 
loamy ecological sites. Soil organic C was greater in on-mound areas com-
pared with off-mound areas, but only at intermediate depths (10 to 30 cm). 
results from this study suggest postextirpation restoration efforts should 
consider soil heterogeneity induced by prairie dog activity within and across 
ecological sites.

Abbreviations: SOC, soil organic carbon.

Soil disturbance by mammals (bioturbation) can induce substantial changes 
in soil physical and chemical properties (Whitford and Kay, 1999). Such 
changes can have far-reaching effects on vegetation (Augustine and Springer, 

2013; Vermeire et al., 2004), animal and insect habitat–refugia (Kotliar et al., 
1999), and landscape attributes (Zaitlin and Hayashi, 2012). Accordingly, biotur-
bation serves as a major driver of ecosystem dynamics and function.

Prairie dogs (Cynomys spp.) have long been considered a keystone species 
due to their influential role as bioturbators (Kotliar, 2000). While typically local-
ized on near-level landscapes with deep (>1 m), well-drained soils (Reading and 
Matchett, 1997), prairie dogs alter soil properties through their role as foragers of 
nonwoody vegetation and constructors of extensive burrow networks and mound 
structures (VanNimwegen et al., 2008; Whitford and Kay, 1999; Cincotta, 1989).

Soil-specific responses to prairie dog activity can contribute to increased het-
erogeneity of rangeland landscapes (Whitford and Kay, 1999; Zaitlin and Hayashi, 
2012). Soil within “ejecta mounds” have been found to possess lower soil N and 
greater pH compared with nonmound soil due to the translocation of nutrient-poor 
alkaline subsoil to the surface (Carlson and White, 1987). However, soil pH can 
decrease within mounds due to leaching of carbonates and increased acidification 
from nitrification (Carlson and White, 1988). Mounds can also be nutrient “hot 
spots” with elevated organic matter content, N mineralization, and soil P due to the 
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accumulation of unconsumed vegetation, feces deposition, and 
skeletal remains near mounds (Carlson and White, 1987; Holland 
and Detling, 1990; Eldridge and Whitford, 2009). Nutrient ac-
cumulation on and near mounds can contribute to the growth of 
rare plant species, including forbs, annual grasses, and half-shrubs 
(Coppock et al., 1983; Whitford and Kay, 1999), many of which 
can be high in crude protein and digestibility (Vermeire et al., 
2004). In turn, nutrient-rich vegetation may attract large ungulates 
to intermound space, thereby potentially contributing to increased 
soil bulk density and decreased infiltration rates due to compac-
tion caused by hoof action (Tate et al., 2004). Soil physical con-
ditions within ejecta mounds, however, are frequently character-
ized by low bulk density and high infiltration rates (Whitford and 
Kay, 1999), but can also be poorly aggregated and therefore highly 
erodible (Eldridge, 2009).

Published findings illustrate how prairie dogs facilitate 
changes in soil properties that can potentially affect vegeta-
tion composition and structure as well as landscape hydrology. 
Geographical application of these findings across rangeland land-
scapes, however, is compromised by a lack of studies addressing 
soil responses to prairie dog activity across a range of soil types. 
Furthermore, there is limited information on this topic within 
the eastern edge of the black-tailed prairie dog (Cynomys ludovi-
cianus) domain. To address these information gaps, we sought 
to quantify prairie dog effects on soil properties within three 
unique ecological sites differing in soil and landscape attributes 
in north central South Dakota. We hypothesized prairie dog–in-
duced changes to soil properties would subside with increased 
distance from mounds.

MATerIAlS AND MeTHoDS
The study was conducted approximately 10 km southeast of 

McLaughlin, South Dakota (40°44′ W, -100°40′ N) on a 1400-
ha ranch including both private and leased tribal land (Fig. 1). 

The site is characterized by a continental semiarid climate, with 
hot summers and cold winters (Bailey, 1995). Long-term (30 yr) 
mean annual precipitation and temperature near the study site is 
455 mm and 6.5°C, respectively (ACIS, 2014). The site possesses 
a highly dissected rolling landscape (0 to 70% slope) with soils 
derived from soft clay shale or semiconsolidated loamy sedimen-
tary beds (USDA-NRCS, 2014a)

The ranch has been under similar management since the 
1940s, with season-long grazing by approximately 300 cattle 
(Bos taurus) and 100 horses (Equus caballus) each year. Based on 
anecdotal observations beginning in the early 1950s, the prairie 
dog population on the ranch occupied two small towns each 
comprising approximately 7 ha within a toeslope landscape posi-
tion. The prairie dog population gradually increased beginning 
in the mid-1980s, with towns extending to areas higher on the 
landscape (Rick McLaughlin, personal communication, 2010). 
At the time of this study, prairie dogs occupied an area of ap-
proximately 800 ha.

Three sites on the ranch with distinct landscape, soil, and 
vegetation characteristics were selected for the study (Table 
1; Fig. 1). Each site—designated by unique USDA-NRCS 
Ecological Site Descriptions—possessed paired locations with 
and without prairie dog activity in close proximity (<0.5 km). 
For purposes of this report, sites are hereafter referred to by their 
ecological site name: thin claypan, loamy, and shallow loamy 
(USDA-NRCS, 2014b). Sites corresponded to footslope, back-
slope, and summit–shoulder landscape positions, respectively.

Soil sampling was conducted 27–29 July 2010 over a period 
of time when no precipitation was received at the ranch. Within 
each unreplicated ecological site, four locations in the area with-
out prairie dog activity (Control) were randomly selected and 
sampled to 100 cm in depth increments of 0 to 10, 10 to 20, 20 to 
30, 30 to 60, and 60 to 100 cm using a 3.5-cm (inner diameter) 
Giddings hydraulic probe (Giddings Machine Co., Windsor, 

CO). Four locations with prairie dog activity were ran-
domly selected within the paired ecological site. Each 
location corresponded to a 4.52-m2 sampling area cen-
tered on an active prairie dog mound. Soil sampling was 
conducted in two perpendicular transects over each 
mound, with samples collected at 30, 60, and 120 cm 
from the mound center, thereby creating twelve distinct 
sampling areas per mound (Fig. 2). Soil cores were col-
lected to a 100-cm depth 30 and 60 cm from the mound 
center, and to a 30-cm depth 120 cm from the mound 
center. Soil samples collected from each location were 
partitioned in depth increments outlined above, but 
were not composited by distance from the mound cen-
ter. In nearly all instances, the sampling location 30 cm 
from the mound center contained “soil ejecta” from the 
burrow network. Following collection, each sample was 
saved in a double-lined plastic bag and placed in cold 
storage at 5°C until processing.

Whole samples were air-dried at 35°C for 72 h, 
weighed, hand-picked to remove identifiable plant ma-

fig. 1. location of study near Mclaughlin, South Dakota. Mapped expansion of 
points A, b, and C correspond to thin claypan, loamy, and shallow loamy ecological 
sites, respectively.
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terial (>2.0 mm), and mechanically ground to pass a 2.0-mm 
sieve. Before grinding, air-dry water content was determined 
for each sample using a 15- to 20-g subsample by measuring 
the difference in mass before and after drying at 105°C for 24 h 
(Gardner, 1986). Oven-dry mass of each sampled core was then 
used to calculate soil bulk density based on known volume per 
sampled depth (Blake and Hartge, 1986).

Laboratory analyses conducted on the soil samples includ-
ed soil pH, extractable N, available P, and soil organic carbon 
(SOC). Soil pH was estimated from a 1:1 soil/water mixture 
(Watson and Brown, 1998). Soil NO3–N and NH4–N were 
determined from 1:10 soil/KCl (2 M) extracts using cadmium 
reduction followed by a modified Griess–Ilosvay method and 
indophenol blue reaction (Mulvaney, 1996). Plant-available soil 
P was estimated by bicarbonate extraction (Olson et al., 1954). 
Total soil C and N were determined by dry combustion on soil 
ground to pass a 0.106-mm sieve (Nelson and Sommers, 1996). 
Using the same fine-ground soil, inorganic C was measured on 
soils with a pH ≥ 7.2 by quantifying the amount of CO2 pro-
duced using a volumetric calcimeter after application of dilute 
HCl stabilized with FeCl2 (Loeppert and Suarez, 1996). Soil 
organic C was calculated as the difference between total C and 
inorganic C. All data were expressed on an oven-dry basis.

Infiltration rate was measured at each ecological site on 4–5 
Aug. 2011. Infiltration rate was measured by placing single-ring 
infiltrometers (15-cm internal diameter by 15-cm length) into 
the soil to a 7.5-cm depth and applying two separate applications 
of water (444 mL; equivalent to a 2.54-cm depth within the en-
closed space of the ring) and recording the time necessary for 
each application of water to infiltrate into the soil (Sarrantonio 
et al., 1996). Within each ecological site, infiltration measure-
ments were made in areas with and without prairie dog activity, 

corresponding to eight locations in the Control area and eight 
active prairie dog mounds. For each mound, infiltration rate was 
measured within on- and off-mound areas (approximately 30 
and 200 cm from the burrow center, respectively). No precipita-
tion was received during the measurement period and near-sur-
face soil water content (0 to 10 cm) was exceedingly low across 
sites (0.07 to 0.15 g g-1; data not shown).

For purposes of data analysis, prairie dog–affected sam-
pling locations within each ecological site were considered 

Table 1. geomorphic and vegetation characteristics of study sampling locations.

Site
ecological site 

characterization
landscape position  and 

percent slope
Soil type Soil taxonomic description

Predominant plant 
community†

A Thin claypan Footslope
0–3%

Hurley silt loam Very-fine, smectitic, mesic Leptic Natrustolls Pascopyrum smithii
Bouteloua gracilis
Carex spp.
Artemisia frigida
Polygonum aviculare

B Loamy Backslope
4–11%

Cabba loam Loamy, mixed, superactive, calcareous, frigid, 
shallow Typic Ustorthents

Pascopyrum smithii
Koeleria macrantha
Bouteloua gracilis
Carex spp.
Artemisia frigida
Taraxacum officinale

C Shallow loamy Summit/Shoulder
4–12%

Wayden silty clay Clayey, smectitic, calcareous, frigid, shallow 
Typic Ustorthents

Pascopyrum smithii
Koeleria macrantha
Bouteloua gracilis
Hesperostipa comate
Nassella viridula
Poa pratensis
Ratibida columnifera
Grindelia squarrosa
Pediomelum argophylla
Pediomelum esculenta

† Plant community representative of area without prairie dog activity.

fig. 2. Approximate orientation of soil sampling transects over each 
prairie dog mound.

City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks 
Council-Directed Expedited Management Review of Irrigated OSMP Occupied by Prairie Dogs 
Engagement Window 2 Compendium of Community Input

Page 337

wcpat
Highlight



www.soils.org/publications/sssaj 2057

replicates. Data were evaluated within ecological sites by depth 
using PROC MIXED (Littell et al., 1996; Gomez and Gomez, 
1984). To evaluate spatial effects of prairie dog activity on soil 
properties and infiltration rate, sampling location (30, 60, and 
120 cm from mound center for soil properties; on-mound and 
off-mound for infiltration rate) was considered a fixed effect. The 
PDIFF option of the LSMEANS statement was used to docu-
ment differences between means using a significance criterion 
of P ≤ 0.05. Infiltration data were tested for normality before 
and after data transformations (e.g., log, reciprocal, and square 
root). Data transformations did not improve normality based 
on output from the Shapiro–Wilk test, so original infiltration 
data were used for statistical analyses. For purposes of numerical 
comparison, mean values for soil properties and infiltration rate 
associated with Control areas were included in tables and figures, 
recognizing due caution should be exercised when making infer-
ences to areas with prairie dog activity.

reSulTS
Sampling location effects on soil properties varied by eco-

logical site and sampled depth (Table 2). Of 35 possible soil 
property by depth responses within a site, 8 were significant at 
the shallow loamy site, 7 were significant at the thin claypan site, 
and 3 were significant at the loamy site. Significant responses to 
sampling location were observed within the 0- to 60-cm depth 
at the thin claypan site, 10- to 30- and 60- to 100-cm depths 
at the loamy site, and 0- to 30-cm depth at the shallow loamy 
site. Across ecological sites, surface depths (0–10 and 10–20 
cm) were most responsive to sampling location (seven and five 
significant responses per depth, respectively), while the 30- to 
60-cm and 60- to 100-cm depths were the least responsive (one 
significant response per depth). Among soil properties, soil pH 
was significantly affected by sampling location most frequently 

(four significant responses), while soil NH4–N was least affected 
by sampling location (one significant response). Significant re-
sponses to sampling location were limited to the upper 30 cm for 
soil bulk density, soil pH, soil NH4–N, available P, and SOC; 
remaining soil properties (soil NO3–N and C to N ratio) ex-
hibited significant responses to either the 30- to 60- or 60- to 
100-cm depths.

While the frequency of significant effects to sampling loca-
tion varied among ecological sites and sampled depth, soil prop-
erties responded similarly across sampling locations (Table 3). 
Near-surface soil bulk density was strongly affected by sampling 
position at the thin claypan site (Table 3). Soil bulk density at 0 
to 10 cm was least 30 cm from the mound center (0.98 Mg m-3), 
intermediate 60 cm from the mound center (1.11 Mg m-3), and 
greatest 120 cm from the mound center (1.25 Mg m-3). Trends 
in soil bulk density at the shallow loamy site were similar for the 
0- to 10-and 10- and 20-cm depths, with greater soil bulk density 
60 and 120 cm from the mound center compared with 30 cm 
from the mound center.

Soil pH values ranged from moderately acid (5.6–6.0) to 
neutral across sites (USDA, 1993), and were consistently highest 
120 cm from the mound center and least 30 cm from the mound 
center (Table 3). The gradient in soil pH change with distance 
from the mound center was most pronounced in the 0- to 10-cm 
depth of the thin claypan site, where values differed significantly 
between each sampling location. Below the 10-cm depth, sig-
nificant differences in soil pH were characterized by the location 
120 cm from the mound center being more alkaline than other 
sampling positions.

Soil NO3–N was significantly greater 30 cm from the mound 
center compared with 60 cm from mound center within the 30- 
to 60-cm depth at the thin claypan site (Table 3). Numerical 
differences among sampling locations were most pronounced 

Table 2. Summary of P values from analysis of variance for sampling location effects on soil properties for thin claypan, loamy, 
and shallow loamy ecological sites.

Soil depth Soil bulk density Soil pH Soil No3–N Soil NH4–N Available P Soil organic C C/N

cm
Thin claypan

0–10 0.0006  <0.0001 0.1002 0.0582  <0.0001 0.4544 0.0811
10–20 0.7838 0.0046 0.0904 0.2222 0.5937 0.6886 0.2440

20–30 0.6297 0.7447 0.0850 0.8186 0.0978 0.0015 0.0275

30–60 0.3259 0.2398 0.0063 0.4375 0.5679 0.2376 0.8594

60–100 0.1210 0.2218 0.0630 0.4908 0.9299 0.3440 0.7393
Loamy

0–10 0.2950 0.7547 0.2931 0.2078 0.0649 0.7578 0.9023
10–20 0.0592 0.0576 0.1792 0.4287 0.3870 0.0119 0.0615

20–30 0.5688 0.0141 0.3441 0.0916 0.7935 0.2303 0.4049

30–60 0.5841 0.8633 0.5589 0.8899 0.0835 0.1502 0.9273

60–100 0.2379 0.6949 0.4253 0.7891 0.1497 0.2444 0.0060
Shallow loamy

0–10 0.0145 0.0570 0.0182 0.0004 0.0314 0.0649 0.5444
10–20  <0.0001 0.2060 0.1617 0.2905 0.1036 0.0082 0.0360

20–30 0.3446 0.0005 0.5612 0.9120 0.1252 0.0604 0.1742

30–60 0.5783 0.0646 0.9772 0.4038 0.6492 0.4202 0.4611
60–100 0.6331 0.1383 0.8401 0.5147 0.4726 0.8068 0.4649
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at the shallow loamy site, where soil NO3–N 
was three and eight times greater 30 cm from 
the mound center compared with 60 and 120 
cm from the mound center, respectively. Soil 
NH4–N differed among sampling locations 
only at the shallow loamy site within the 0- to 
10-cm depth, with values significantly greater 
30 cm from the mound center compared with 
other sampling locations (Table 3). Numerical 
differences in soil NH4–N between sampling 
locations ranged from 1.4 to 2.0 times greater 
30 cm from the mound center compared with 
other sampling locations.

At the thin claypan site, available P at 0 
to 10 cm was greatest 30 cm from the mound 
center (44.6 mg P kg-1), intermediate 60 cm 
from the mound center (33.2 mg P kg-1), 
and least 120 cm from the mound center 
(21.1 mg P kg-1) (Table 3). A similar trend at 
0 to 10 cm was observed at the shallow loamy 
site, where available P was significantly greater 
30 cm from the mound center compared with 
other sampling locations. Numerical differ-
ences between sampling locations were most 
pronounced at the shallow loamy site, where 
available P was 1.8 and 3.5 times greater 30 cm 
from the mound center compared with 60 and 
120 cm from the mound center, respectively.

Significant sampling location effects on 
SOC and C/N ratio were observed below 10 
cm at all sites (Table 3). At the thin claypan 
site, SOC at 20 to 30 cm was greatest 30 cm 
from the mound center (14.6 g C kg-1), in-
termediate 60 cm from the mound center 
(12.9 g C kg-1), and least 120 cm from the 
mound center (10.3 g C kg-1). Differences 
in SOC at the loamy and shallow loamy sites 
were limited to the 10- to 20-cm depth. Soil 
organic C was greater 30 cm from the mound 
center compared with 120 cm from the mound 
center at the loamy site, whereas at the shallow 
loamy site SOC was greater 30 cm from the 
mound center compared with 60 and 120 cm 
from the mound center. Numerical differences in SOC between 
sampling locations were substantial, with SOC 1.4, 1.2, and 1.9 
times greater 30 cm from the mound center compared with 120 
cm from the mound center for responsive depths within the thin 
claypan, loamy, and shallow loamy sites, respectively. Trends in C 
to N ratio were similar at the thin claypan (20–30 cm) and shal-
low loamy sites (10–20 cm), with values greater 30 cm from the 
mound center compared with 120 cm from the mound center 
(Table 3). Within the 60- to 100-cm depth at the loamy site, C 
to N ratio was greater 30 cm from the mound center compared 
with 60 cm from the mound center.

Infiltration rate was not different between on-mound and 
off-mound locations at the thin claypan site for either water ap-
plication (Fig. 3a). At the loamy and shallow loamy sites, the on-
mound location possessed significantly greater infiltration rate 
than the off-mound location, but only for the first water applica-
tion (Fig. 3b and 3c).

DISCuSSIoN
Soil responses to prairie dog activity were observed at all 

three ecological sites, which were positioned across a topose-
quence (e.g., thin claypan = footslope, loamy = backslope, shal-

Table 3. Mean soil property values for ecological sites where significant responses 
to sampling location were observed.

Distance from mound center

Soil property and soil depth, cm 30 cm 60 cm 120 cm Control†

Thin claypan

Soil bulk density (Mg m-3)

 0–10 0.98 (0.02)‡ c 1.11 (0.03) b 1.25 (0.02) a 1.35 (0.01)

Soil pH (-log[H+])

 0–10 5.63 (0.05) c 6.08 (0.12) b 6.44 (0.12) a 7.13 (0.09)

 10–20 6.44 (0.18) b 6.95 (0.14) a 6.95 (0.16) a 7.35 (0.19)

Soil NO3–N (mg N kg-1)

 30–60 6.3 (1.3) a 2.9 (0.9) b –§ 1.3 (0.6)

Available P (mg P kg-1)

 0–10 44.6 (3.1) a 33.2 (4.2) b 21.1 (2.5) c 14.5 (2.9)

Soil organic C (g C kg-1)

 20–30 14.6 (0.5) a 12.9 (0.4) b 10.3 (0.6) c 9.6 (2.2)

C to N ratio

 20–30 10.5 (0.1) a 10.4 (0.1) ab 9.7 (0.2) b 10.3 (1.5)
Loamy

Soil pH (-log[H+])

 20–30 6.56 (0.06) b 6.73 (0.06) ab 6.91 (0.07) a 8.03 (0.17)

Soil organic C (g C kg-1)

 10–20 18.8 (0.7) a 17.3 (1.0) ab 15.4 (0.7) b 11.5 (1.0)

C to N ratio

 60–100 7.5 (0.2) a 6.8 (0.2) b -- 9.7 (1.0)
Shallow loamy

Soil bulk density (Mg m-3)

 0–10 0.92 (0.02) b 1.07 (0.03) a 1.15 (0.02) a 1.02 (0.09)

 10–20 1.13 (0.03) b 1.26 (0.02) a 1.28 (0.02) a 1.19 (0.03)

Soil pH (-log[H+])

 20–30 6.69 (0.11) b 7.03 (0.14) a 7.17 (0.12) a 7.55 (0.19)

Soil NO3–N (mg N kg-1)

 0–10 65.3 (14.0) a 24.7 (9.3) b 8.7 (3.4) b 0.7 (0.1)

Soil NH4–N (mg N kg-1)

 0–10 8.0 (1.0) a 5.9 (0.6) b 4.1 (0.5) b 3.1 (0.6)

Available P (mg P kg-1)

 0–10 31.2 (5.8) a 17.0 (3.4) b 9.0 (2.3) b 6.9 (0.9)

Soil organic C (g C kg-1)

 10–20 22.5 (1.8) a 15.3 (1.7) b 11.8 (0.9) b 13.3 (0.4)

C to N ratio
 10–20 9.9 (0.2) a 9.5 (0.2) ab 9.0 (0.1) b 10.5 (0.1)
†  Control represents nearby location without prairie dog activity. Italicized values are shared 

for general reference to replicated treatments.
‡  Values in parentheses reflect the standard error of the mean. Means in a row with unlike 

letters differ (P ≤ 0.05).
§ Soil sampling limited to surface 30-cm depth 120 cm from mound center.
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low loamy = summit–shoulder). Our findings expand on previ-
ous evaluations where prairie dog effects on soil properties were 
limited to low-slope landscape positions (Reading and Matchett, 
1997; Carlson and White, 1987; King, 1955). Bioturbator-
induced changes in soil attributes can shape landscape mor-
phology over millennia by affecting rates of sediment transport 
(Zaitlin and Hayashi, 2012). Accordingly, accounting for soil 
changes due to prairie dog activity in upslope landscape positions 

is important for predicting soil–nutrient redistribution across 
rangeland landscapes (Yoo et al., 2005) and may have applicabil-
ity to state and transition models (Bestelmeyer et al., 2009).

Prairie dog activity contributed to soil heterogeneity within 
each ecological site through alterations in nutrient status, acidi-
fication, and physical condition. Consistent with previous find-
ings, mounds exemplified nutrient hot spots (Whitford and 
Kay, 1999), with elevated levels of extractable N and available 
P. Concentration of feces and urine deposition, accumulation of 
unconsumed plant biomass, and presence of prairie dog carcasses 
and bones served to enrich macronutrients close to mound cen-
ters. Elevated infiltration rates within on-mound areas suggest 
a potential for movement of soluble nutrients lower in the soil 
profile for loamy and shallow loamy ecological sites. Nutrient ac-
cumulation dissipated with distance from the mound center and 
was most pronounced in the near-surface depth (0–10 cm), like-
ly reflecting spatial patterns of prairie dog behavior where habita-
tion outside burrow networks occurs most frequently closest to 
the mound (Clippinger, 1989).

Increased soil acidification in response to prairie dog habita-
tion at all three ecological sites was likely the outcome of miner-
alization of accumulated organic N and an absence of efficient 
NO3–N uptake by vegetation near mounds, which, if given 
enough time, would contribute to measureable increases in H+ 
concentration in soil solution (Barak et al., 1997). Presence of in-
creased acidification deeper in the soil profile (>20 cm) suggests 
prairie dog habitation over the long term can cause shifts in soil 
chemical attributes largely irreversible by management.

Prairie dog activities associated with mound construction 
may have contributed to differences in SOC among sampling 
locations. Carlson and White (1988) noted that prairie dogs 
accumulated surface soil to initiate mound construction, which 
would serve to concentrate high SOC soil near the mound center. 
Further creation of the burrow network results in soil with high 
SOC becoming buried by soil ejecta possessing lower SOC. This 
construction process contributes to a modified horizonization 
directly beneath the constructed mound, and may provide an 
explanation for greater SOC at intermediate depths (10–30 cm) 
within the mound region.

CoNCluSIoNS
Quantifying soil responses from prairie dog activity is nec-

essary to better understand the role of this important bioturba-
tor on rangeland health. Data from this study suggest prairie 
dogs influence soil properties in a consistent manner across dis-
tinctly different ecological sites. Soil within prairie dog mounds 
was often acidified, high in available nutrients and SOC, and 
possessed greater infiltration rates compared with surrounding 
soil, thereby creating significant soil heterogeneity within an eco-
logical site. Both landscape-associated and mound-specific soil 
heterogeneity induced by prairie dogs may complicate rangeland 
restoration efforts, which are generally applied at large spatial 
scales. In instances where prairie dogs are extirpated (e.g., epizo-

fig. 3. Infiltration rates within on- and off-mound sampling locations 
for (a) thin claypan, (b) loamy, and (c) shallow loamy ecological 
sites. Infiltration rates correspond to first and second applications of 
2.54 cm of water to a single-ring infiltrometer. error bars reflect ±1 
standard error. values within an application assigned a different letter 
are significantly different at P ≤ 0.05; ns, not significant at P ≤ 0.05. 
values for controls are shared for general reference to on- and off-
mound sampling locations.
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otic plague), we suggest restoration efforts explicitly consider soil 
heterogeneity within and across ecological sites.
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From: William Vandeveer
To: OSBT-Web
Subject: FW: Prairie Dog Control
Date: Monday, February 10, 2020 9:11:50 AM

External Sender
 

 

From: William Vandeveer 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2020 11:10 AM
To: mailto:OSBT-Web@bouldercolorado.gov
Subject: Prairie Dog Control
 

TO:   OSMP Board

We are Boulder residents who recently bought at home at 8550 Valmont in April of 2019 with the
objective to modify the existing home into a retirement home.  We were so fortunate to find a piece
of land that adjoining open space and being farmed.  Since we bought the land our property has
been overtaken by prairie dogs. 

The house was empty over the summer and during that time the prairie dogs moved in.  There are
several burrows with 25 feet of the home and 1/3 of our property is complete barren, and there are
multiple prairie dog colonies on other parts of the property, which now have grass, but I suspect will
some have no vegetation of become barren land. 

When we bought the property, we met the farmer who is leasing open space land to our east.  The
field he was planting is now completely barren with prairie dog mounds.  2 months ago we saw  him
and he told us he has given up on that field as the colonies completely destroyed  his crop. 

It is obvious the colony is gradually moving South and will soon destroy 10s of acres of land between
Valmont and the Teller Farm trail/Leyner Cottonwood number 1 Ditch.

I realize this letter is past the date for submitting the OSMP and I that my property is South of Jay
Road, but I do feel this issue effects all irrigated open space land owned by the City.

I would welcome the opportunity to host anyone from OSMP to come visit our property to witness
this devastation

I think it is crucial to our community we do everything we can to promote farming on few remaining
pieces of arable land.  It makes no sense for OSMP to own land which become a useless, barren,
moonscape, where the only life form is plague carrying rodents.

 

Henry and Amanda Vandeveer

8550 Valmont
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From: Yvonne Iden
To: OSBT-Web
Subject: Prairie dog removal
Date: Wednesday, February 12, 2020 9:14:33 PM

External Sender
 I was not able to attend the OSBT study session Wednesday night but I just read some of the
recommendations for prairie dog management. I strongly support that prairie dogs need to be removed from
irrigated lands by lethal control and all of them need to be removed (500% plan).  This will take time and
planning but it is possible and well beyond time to get this done. Non-lethal methods have proved
ineffective. Brewbaker and Stratton, the two parcels across from my home, are “removal areas”. Removal
Area = Conservation of targets other than the prairie dog and associates incompatible with prairie dogs-
management. Options include immediate removal. Yet no prairie dogs have ever been removed. Prairie
dogs on Brewbaker and Stratton populations continue to grow and destroy once fertile ground. Proof that
non lethal options are not working.

Lethal control is necessary - use PERC it is humane and effective. Buy several machines, don’t contract it
out, hire additional staff and get the job done. Do not put barriers everywhere, those costs and amount of
barriers are absurd. Use barriers logically to prevent the prairie dogs from leaving the protected areas and
re-infesting the irrigated ag lands. DO NOT change the management designations on irrigated properties,
that is the easy way out. Manage and steward as your Master Plan & Ag Plan objectives dictate. The goal
should be 100% of irrigated ag leased and in production. Land that was purchased as irrigated ag must
remain irrigated ag. Remove the prairie dogs and begin repairing the irrigated lands that have be destroyed
by prairie dogs with restoration and carbon sequestration.

Yvonne Iden
7157 Fairways Drive
Longmont, CO . 80503
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From: Ron Robl
To: OSBT-Web
Subject: prairie dogs
Date: Wednesday, February 12, 2020 10:44:51 AM

External Sender
I have lived north of Boulder for over 50 years.  Since the city has purchased property in my
area,  productive farm ground has been decimated by prairie dogs.  The city is the WORST
STEWARD of land  I have ever seen.  Your lack of prairie dog control has affected me:  by
prairie dogs expanding onto my property, by blowing dirt from barren city land, and by
noxious weed seeds (Canada thistle and teasel) from wind and irrigation water via New
Hinman Ditch.  Look at your properties and then look at adjacent properties and see the
difference in those taken care of by private owners.  It is time to use lethal control since you
have done nothing to prevent the destruction of the land.  Restoration will take time now
because you haven't done any management.  Noxious weed management must also be
included.
Ron Robl
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From: Paula Shuler
To: OSBT-Web
Subject: Urban Wildlife Plan and BV Comp Plan
Date: Sunday, February 9, 2020 2:57:09 PM
Attachments: bvcp-area-1-2-3-map-1-201305140903.pdf

External Sender

OSBT,

From the City of Boulder Urban Wildlife Plan:

Scope and Process
The geographic scope or study area of the UWMP includes private and public land in the
city’s urban service area or Area I and Area II as defined in the BVCP. The study area for the
UWMP also includes some sites outside the urban service area where planned or existing
human uses may conflict with the presence of prairie dogs (e.g. the regional park site in the
Planning Reserve, the dams at the Boulder Reservoir, the Valmont Butte, and the 75th St.
Wastewater Treatment Plant). (From page 7,CofBUWP.) "also includes some sites" are VERY
specific. This is what is online presently for the BUWP.

Some parcels from the Northern Project Area are in Area III as defined by the BV Comp Plan, which is not
covered in the BUWP. Additional properties in conflict are not in Areas I, II or III or even in the BV Comp
Plan. It appears that the BUWP does not apply to the project area. No ordinance modification needed.
Charter, BV Comp Plan, Master Plan Priorities and Ag Plan Objectives can be implemented without legal
and policy interference. The Urban Wildlife Plan was created for urban conflicts, not “rural” conflicts.

That’s how I read this. What does OSBT think?

Paula Shuler
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Comments on NextDoor 

Brian B., The Hill 
Could we work on the areas with a high number of vagrant campers who are not from this area 
first? It would be really meaningful to solve this problem first and then move on to prairie dogs 
next. Thank you. 

Caroline W., Heatherwood 
Lethal control. We need serious soil conservation efforts in these areas. I'm tired of watching top 
soil blow away because there is no ground cover left to keep it stable. 

Me B., Highland Park 
Use farmland to feed humans, not rodents. The gestation of the prairie dog is 30 days with 2-8 
per litter. I can't believe the wasted taxation and efforts to relocate these animals to a sanctuary 
space. Use them to feed other raptors and predators both in captivity and the wild. 

Erica E., Palo Park 
Prairie dogs are a keystone species on the plains and help the soil: 
http://gprc.org/research/prairie-dogs-the-truth/prairie-dogs-and-soil-impacts/ Also their mating 
period is one single hour per year. They breed once per year. 
https://www.worldwildlife.org/stories/8-surprising-prairie-dog-facts Lots to learn about this little 
animal, and if you spend some time getting to know them, you might appreciate their presence. 

Shelley A., West Gunbarrel 
Leave the prairie dogs alone! 

Me B., Highland Park 
Move them to your yard if you value them over humans. Feed the humans and care for the 
topsoil. 

Me B., Highland Park 
They also carry the plague per CSU local experts. "Prairie dogs are hosts for fleas, making them 
susceptible to plague. Plague may be transmitted to humans via flea bites. Early symptoms of 
plague include swollen and tender lymph nodes, chills and fever. Early diagnosis and treatment 
is imperative. When walking through suspected plague areas apply an insect repellent to socks 
and pant cuffs before tucking pants inside boots." Sounds lovely. 

Erica E., Palo Park 
I think it's cool that Boulder has made room for them as we invade their habitat and pave over 
the plains. I value all life. 

Lynn S., Newlands 
Make a REAL Wildlife Refuge in their name! I'm a cat person but that's one dog I love! 

Janine K., Newlands 
I second Brian Barrett's comment. 
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Scott L., Whittier 
Control the PD population in the least expensive way possible. Hunting and poison come to 
mind. Like it or not, as the apex species, we as humans must actively manage this planet to our 
benefit. PDs are vermin in these large numbers. Believe me, there will still be plenty of PD for 
our descendants to enjoy. And then move on the more serious issue transients, and needle 
injection and drug abuse, and human feces in our public places. Let's get some perspective. 

Richard W., Frasier Meadows 
To the Communications Specialist for OSMP: Most of us are not going to read the 54-page draft approach. 
How about a 1 page executive summary with a list of options, pros and cons for each? 

Erica E., Palo Park 
Human beings. The only species on earth that actually believes it's superior to all others, and more 
deserving of space and resources, then blames the innocent ones when we decide they've become a 
nuisance. I get it, they're overpopulated because we've upset the natural balance of an ecosystem. But 
while we poison them, can we have some reflection on how things got this way? No bigger topic out there 
than reverence for life. That's perspective! 

Scott L., Whittier 
The reason humans are the apex species on this planet is b/c we have big brains, opposing thumbs, and all 
of that. The decision about whether humans would dominate the earth was made many millennia ago long 
before anyone reading this post was alive. We inherit the world we have and that boat has long since 
sailed. The natural balance that some romantically crave was not as friendly as we might imagine. That 
balance was maintained by large predators like wolves, mountain lions, packs of coyotes, and a healthy 
dose of plague in addition to freezing temperatures, hunger, and early death. We humans have modified 
the natural balance so we can expand, multiply, and enjoy long lives on this earth largely free from the 
obstacles listed above. I didn't invent that and neither did any-"one" else. But we all benefit from it. We 
are warm in our homes with plenty to eat. When is the last time a friend or relative was eaten by wolves 
or died from gangrene? Modern society provides us those benefits and I for one am not willing to go back 
to subsistence surviving even if we could. That means we need to manage this artificial world we created 
and that includes deciding how many of other species we tolerate. Prairie dogs, racoons, elk, bears, 
mosquitoes, are all subject to that. And while the management of other species does involve death at our 
hands, there is simply no other reasonable way to enjoy the fruits of modern human existence. And while 
we are talking about saving the lives of a few rodents, thousands of humans (read: mothers, fathers, sons, 
daughters, cousins, and friends) die each year from needless drug overdoses. More than 700k americans 
have died since 1999 from opioid overdoses with more than 70k in 2017 alone. Is a human life worth more 
attention than a prairie dog? Absolutely. Ignoring the transient and homeless issue which is largely driven 
by mental illness and drug addiction is not empathy. Allowing someone to live on the street corner (look 
at Valmont and 28th this evening) is cruelty. I suggest we quickly and efficiently manage the rodent 
population which is easy to do, and turn our attention to the hard problem of saving nearly 100k of our 
brothers and sisters this year from dying of overdoses and mental illness due to our misplaced priorities. 

Mary B. Dakota Ridge 

Scott Lehman as David Byrne said, “Stop Making Sense.!!” 
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Me B., Highland Park 
"MMMM, GOOD! A PESKY RODENT TURNS OUT TO BE DOGGONE TASTY" per 
https://www.chicagotribune.com/news/ct-xpm-1991-10-02-9103300257-story.html 

Me B., Highland Park 
https://wildfoodgirl.com/2013/how-we-ate-prairie-dog/ Better than the alternative from the movie 
"Soylent Green" from 1973. Since PD is much like a squirrel, perhaps the population was kept under 
control by selective harvesting for food thus keeping the ecosystem in balance (when there were no 
grocery stores.) 
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Comments on OSMP’s Facebook account 

Carol Case Enough already. I saw prairie dogs being poisoned in a median strip of grass, 
where they were not hurting anything. There was black top on all sides so they could not 
spread their burrows. They were happy there. 

Brandon Carrino Sounds like the farmers want the land, and is interested in adding 
chemicals into the ground. Hard pass. 

Comments on the City of Boulder’s Twitter account 
Benedict Cumberbatch’s Hair @zago_vasna ·Y’all going to murder those prairie dogs, aren’t 
you? Disgusting. 🤬🤬 
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OSBT Meeting Feb 12, 2020 
Public Participation for Items Not Scheduled for a Public Hearing  
 

1. Barb Fisher, Boulder, said prairie dogs strip all available grass; she showed teasel as evidence of 
negative impacts prairie dogs have on the land. When farmers have to compete with prairie dogs, 
failure is inevitable. It is time for city Open Space to come to the aid of farmers working on these 
designated acres; it will take a determined effort to fix this mess, and a farsighted vision for an 
ongoing maintenance plan will be essential. 
  

2. Nadine Nadow, said she is speaking on behalf of Taylor Jones from Wild Earth Guardians. 
Prairie dog management is a difficult issue, and she applauds the City of Boulder for avoidance of 
lethal control in the past. She asked for this same policy to be brought to the future as well. She 
supports the long-term approaches recommended by the Prairie Dog Working Group (PDWG). 
The recommendations of the PDWG were not integrated into the expediated plan. These members 
are dedicated to the preservation of wildlife and the preservation of unnecessary suffering and 
death.  
  

3. Helen Braider, Boulder, said she has been boarding horses at Boulder Valley Ranch (BVR) for 25 
years. She noted that over the past couple of weeks there has been a sudden change in the soil; the 
wind came through and it went from clay to sand. She said Boulder County Open Space has 
changed their policy, and the city should follow their lead. Prairie dogs need to be removed 
completely from agricultural land; this is a wonderful species, but they are wreaking havoc on the 
land.   

4. Dennis Robinson, Boulder, said right after they moved into their house, prairie dogs were placed 
on the adjacent property. Over the next 10 years or so they took over, however the plague 
eventually came though. This cycle is bound to repeat itself. These animals are in a vicious cycle 
as their boundaries are limited by homeowners. This is cruel to the prairie dogs and the more 
these cycles go on the less likely farmland will recover. 

5. David Hester, Hester Family Trustee, said the Hester family has been agricultural landowners 
since 1968. City of Boulder Open Space has permitted adjacent lands to become denuded of 
vegetation resulting in major erosion. Due to overpopulation the migration into adjacent land they 
have spent a significant amount of money. Better prairie dog and land use management will help 
reduce economic impacts to neighbors as well as enhance future agricultural land use.  

6. Theresa Beck, BeeChicas, said she is strongly against use of delta dust on open space land. She 
said their group is in favor of humanely euthanizing prairie dogs with carbon monoxide. Delta 
dust has big ramifications on the land and animals. She said they would encourage swift removal 
of prairie dogs on agricultural lands, but the plan should come from an ecological approach that 
considers all facets of the ecosystem.  

7. Cody Oreck, Healthy Eco Systems and Agricultural Lands, said as a community we own around 
thirty seven thousand acres of agricultural land; this has created an opportunity and responsibility 
to address climate change. Lethal control of prairie dogs is an essential first step; she asked the 
Board to support our staff in learning from the county and call for immediate removal of prairie 
dogs from agricultural land.   

8. Molly Davis, Preserving the Vision, said our agricultural tenants get up early and work long 
hours to make sure land is cared for. They are our partner, our lessee and a huge part of the 
history of this town. Our Charter purpose is to preserve agricultural operations. She asked the 
Board to please take action to allow this to happen.  
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9. Joe Donahue, Boulder, said he has seen Open Space land over his life go from green lush grass to 
rocks and dirt. Farmers are spending so much time dealing with prairie dogs versus dealing with 
actual farm work. He asked for something to be done to help with this management to lessen the 
impact on adjacent landowners.  

10. Maria Wasson, Longmont, said in 2003 Boulder acquired the Oasis parcel which is next to her 
property. She has watched it go from grassland to weed and prairie dog habitat. In the last 17 
years, it has cost her $500 a month to keep fields prairie dog free, which she would have much 
preferred to put into retirement or back into her farm. She said the city is the worst neighbor she 
has ever had. The non-action in dealing with this huge problem is causing Boulder County 
farmers to go extinct.  

11. Elizabeth Black, Boulder, asked the Board to please support the 500% increase option. She said 
Open Space is losing tenants every year and the soil is blowing away; we need to figure out some 
quick relief for tenants, neighbors, and the land. She asked the Board to add Belgrove and 
McKenzie to the project area. She added that staff should use Boulder County’s prairie dog 
control program as a model; adopt their practices and change later if needed.  

12. Chris Brown, Boulder, said thank you for finally considering lethal control. He added that an 
additional problem is climate change and the city has the ability to combat some of global 
warming through carbon sequestration. Prairie dogs have changed from a keystone species to an 
ecosystem transformer species.  

13. Andrew Ogden, Boulder, said he does not support lethal control. Prairie dogs are a keystone 
species. They support a number of other species; we need an eco-system wide analysis versus just 
looking in a particular area. A cost analysis also needs to be done; will this really be worth the 
high cost to do it.  

14. Lindsey Sterling-Krank, Humane Society of United States, said prairie dogs are a worthy species 
that deserve value and credit. She said they deserve a due process. She is proud to live in Boulder 
where lethal management is not a common practice. If it is decided to move forward, please 
reduce size of the conflict area, limit removal process to areas to where we can prevent 
reoccupation, study what we are doing so we know if these actions truly work, and if we are 
going to increase removing animals we need to increase protection of those left.  

15. Deb Jones, President of the Prairie Dog Action, said studies show that prairie dog mounds are 
creating new topsoil. The carbon sequestration issues were created by humans and not prairie 
dogs. Please put the PDWG recommendation into play. Prairie dogs serve all of Boulder County 
wildlife.  

16. Stephanie Row, Louisville, said she is part of a working group in Louisville who are working on 
creating a humane management plan that is modeled on the OSMP plan. It is a well-respected and 
admired plan and would urge the Board to keep this plan in place.  

17. Jenny Bryant, speaking on behalf of Dr. Carse Pustmueller, said the original intent to the 
expedited plan was to look at options to respond to two leased areas of irrigated agricultural land 
experiencing a high volume of prairie dog occupancy. The OSMP packet materials now state the 
intent is to remove prairied dogs entirely. The scope of this process has gotten out of hand. 
Leased agricultural lands are public lands. Agricultural leases state that prairie dogs use land too; 
wildlife on this habitat must be protected.  

18. Michael Moss, Kilt Farm, said they feel under constant threat of prairie dog expansion. What is 
allowed under national organic farming for prairie dog control is very expensive and not 
effective. The loss of viability and agriculture can come from many directions. Management of 
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prairie dogs on public lands should never keep a farmer from feeding their communities or their 
families. He said he appreciates that lethal control is now a topic of exploration. Implore the 
OSBT and council to move forward as quickly as possible to reduce the prairie dog pressure on 
our public agricultural lands.  

19. Sabrina Garringer, Boulder County, said she lives adjacent to the Brewbaker property; this land 
has become overrun by prairie dogs. By not following the Charter you are devaluing the land and 
being a rude neighbor. Please consider lethal control on all agricultural land. Relocation is too 
costly, money spent on barriers isn’t working, and spreading delta dust is not getting to the root of 
the issues. Need to reestablish our soils; please follow the lead from Boulder County.  

20. Paula Shuler, Boulder, asked the Board to make a recommendation to protect agricultural lands. 
She said she supports the 500% increase, however five years is too long. She added that Open 
Space does not need barriers everywhere; that cost proposed is too high. Boulder county is doing 
a great job of lethal control; follow their lead.  

21. Eric Skokan, Black Cat Farms, said map that is shown in the proposal from staff has properties 
show as “managed” land instead of as “irrigated.” He said he is concerned that this map is a ship 
and when it leaves what’s shown as irrigated versus managed will be final; he said he knows that 
some land currently showing as managed is in fact irrigated.  

22. Susan Honeycutt, Boulder, said she is here to address some concerns about the prairie dog plan. If 
you are allowed to kill 30,000 prairie dogs curious what the outcome on the plague will be if that 
amount of genetic variability is removed. How are you prepared to repopulate if needed? How 
many times the plague has come through? She said she does not support any plans that do not 
support relocation.   

23. Andy Breiter, Boulder, said the City of Boulder OSMP Charter includes preservation of 
agricultural uses and lands suitable for agricultural production and the preservation of water 
resources. He said his biggest concern of the prairie dog issues is what is happening to our 
agricultural lands. Last year he farmed on a property that this year is no longer considered 
agricultural land; the main reason being the prairie dog infestation. He said he is in favor of the 
500% option. He added comments for a member of the Young Farmers Coalition: They said they 
care deeply for the boulder system. Unfortunately, due to mismanagement of prairie dogs on 
Open Space lands are being destroyed by this infestation. It is impacting our ability to bring 
healthy food to our community. They would suggest adopting the Boulder County policy.  

24. Susan Sommers, Boulder, said we are talking about destroying 30,000 real animals; the fact that 
people are advocating to kill anything is foreign. People like to see these animals. The native 
grassland that have been turned into cow and hay fields do not support other species. She said we 
need agriculture, but the Charter is 34 years old.; she said the Board needs to change what they 
are doing and to not introduce lethal control.   

25. Ray Bridge, Boulder, said the root problem is we humans have appropriated all of the prairie dog 
habitat for our uses. OSMP must try and manage viable populations. When prairie dogs move on 
to agricultural land, they interfere with agriculture to such a degree to maintain viable population. 
They are particularly incompatible with irrigated agricultural operations. As a consequence of all 
of this, lethal control is needed in some situations for OMSP to manage the situation; having 
those lands deteriorate does not benefit anyone. He said he would urge the Board to adopt 
package E.  

26. Frances Hartogh, Boulder, said she agrees with removal packages D and E, with a preference for 
E. Need to allow lethal control as one of the tools.  
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27. Anna Rivas, Boulder, said wild animal populations are being decimated as we grab up their 
habitats. People have become so used to seeing low numbers of animals that they think this is the 
way its always been. This is not an infestation; we have to get a grip and stop resorting to killing. 
Before humans caused climate change and before we had to worry about sequestration, we had 
plains covered by grasses including millions of prairie dogs.  

28. Jim Howell, Boulder, said Boulder County is highly fragmented and not set up to have a healthy 
balance of prairie dogs and predators. Half of his land is currently colonized by prairie dogs. He 
said he could spend lots of money to mitigate but it would be totally for not.  

29. Pam Wanek, Prairie Preserves LLC, said one of the goals of carbon sequestration is to create 
fungi in the ground. Prairie dogs reduce soil compaction and allow for air to come in. She 
proposed we develop a matrix to include feasibility of removal. The city manager has retention 
can halt all operations immediately and she said she would like to see what those triggers would 
be. 

30. Robert O’Donnell, Boulder, said he lives near Brewbaker, Sorenson and Stratton properties. 
Prairie dogs moved in when city purchased these properties. He said he is not a prairie dog killer, 
but prairie dog are killing his property. He said we need to follow suit with the county. He offered 
for the Board to come out and see the damage.  

31. John Brown, Browns Farm, said as an advocation he is invested in regenerative agriculture. We 
have a keystone endangered species, and it is the men and women who farm here. Prairie dog 
represents a hurdle we may not be able to overcome. Once prairie dog become present, these 
lands go into geological time for their recovery; we are left with stony ground that has no 
possibility for carbon or regeneration.  

32. Marcus Mcauly, Boulder County, said he has not been in a working group, but does, care deeply 
about this land, and the soil, and the planet. He said he has been trying to regenerate broken Open 
Space grasslands. He has been attempting to do this without lethal control but believes we cannot 
do this effectively without. He recommended filling in the holes after so we are not back in this 
place again soon.  

33. Sheree Seabury, Erie, said much of the degradation of soils is the result of considerable human 
disturbance. We tend to see soil erosion if there is over grazing of cattle; Prairie dogs prefer open 
patches of grasslands. The burrows act as aquafers that prevent water from eroding land while 
helping to cool it. Prairie dog burrowing can be beneficial to the soil because mixing soil types 
and incorporating organic matter enhances soil formation; it also helps to increase soil aeration 
and increase compaction. Efforts to simply eradiate prairie dogs from urban areas are short sited.  

34. Leslie Hitchcock Cushman, Cushman Cattle, said the city deserves a congratulations for 
investment in the PDWG. There is a lot that can still be done working together in getting this 
situation stabilized and getting prairie dogs out of irrigated hay fields. The economic and social 
thresholds have reached a level of emergency. 

35. Bobby Lover, Boulder Valley Ranch, there is overgrazing on agricultural lands, but it is not his 
cattle, it is by the prairie dogs. OSBT has already approved lethal control and so has City Council, 
why are we still talking about this.  

36. Nicole Hugo, Boulder, when Lewis and Clark came over there were billions of prairie dogs. The 
only changed variable is humans; please consider that, it is not the prairie dogs’ fault. 
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