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However, the increase in annual weedy species and soil
disturbance from plains pocket gophers in 2004 reduced
the success of the transplants. Whereas the 12-month sur-
vival of threadleaf sedge transplants in 2003 was 82%, it
was only 29% in 2004. The high density of Russian thistle
(Salsola iberica Sennen & Pau) and downy brome
(Bromus tectorum L.), and increased pocket gopher activi-
ty in the area where the 16 plots were located in 2004, did
not appear to be representative of the entire restored
area; therefore, we believe threadleaf sedge survival was
greater than the plot measurement (29%) suggests.
Densities of Russian thistle and downy brome are highly
variable with environmental conditions, and the national
monument does not employ special techniques to manage
these species.

We determined that this method of transplanting can
be viable for restoration, but environmental conditions
need to be considered in order to achieve a high level of
transplant success. Transplanting threadleaf sedge on
appropriate sites will be considered during planning for
any future restoration projects at Scotts Bluff National
Monument.
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respondents indicated that lethal control of deer was 
acceptable (approximately 71% for near, approxi-
mately 62% for far) and taking no action to reduce
deer populations was unacceptable (approximately
75% for near, approximately 72% for far). That
“near” residents were more supportive of lethal con-
trol suggests that increased experience with abun-
dant deer populations encourages support of more
invasive control techniques such as lethal control.

Data from this study indicate that if certain man-
agement reasons are present, more respondents feel
lethal control is acceptable. For example, preventing
severe consequences for humans (e.g., spread of dis-
ease or deer-vehicle collisions) or the natural envi-
ronment (e.g., maintain a healthy deer herd and
ecosystem) make lethal control more acceptable than
preventing negative aesthetic impacts (e.g., maintain
natural beauty of Cuyahoga Valley National Park) or
personal property damage (e.g., damage by deer to
shrubs, crops, or gardens on private property).
Hence, according to this study, if the scientific infor-
mation supporting these reasons can be clearly com-
municated to the public, approximately half of the
public generally opposed to lethal control of deer
would find it acceptable.
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COUGAR MANAGEMENT GUIDELINES
PUBLISHED IN SPANISH

In our last issue (Park Science 23(2):12–13) we
reported the publication of Cougar Management
Guidelines, a thorough work combining historical
analysis of cougar management policies, decades of
cougar research findings, and recommendations for
the management of cougars in the United States,
Canada, and Mexico. Written by researchers, man-
agers, and conservationists, the book was lauded as
relevant and considered a much-needed information
breakthrough. With its recent translation to Spanish
(Puma, Guía de Manejo) this valuable resource is
more relevant than ever for cougar managers in Latin
America. Copies of the Spanish translation are avail-
able from John Laundre (john@ fauna.edu.mx) and
Lucina Hernandez (lucina@ fauna.edu.mx) of the
Instituto de Ecología in Durango, Mexico.
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