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City of Alamosa

Noxious Weed Management Plan

"The governing body of each municipality in the state shall adopt a noxious weed management plan
for all lands within the territorial limits of the municipality. In addition to and independent of the
powers elsewhere delegated by law, the governing body of a municipality may adopt and provide for
the enforcement of such ordinances, resolutions, rules, and other regulations as may be necessary
and proper to enforce said plan and otherwise provide for the management of noxious weeds within

the municipality... " Colorado NoxiousWeed Act(§ 35-5.5-106 (2008))

1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

Introduction

1.1 The Weed Problem

1.2 Enactment Authority

1.3 Colorado Noxious Weed Act Requirements
1.4 Plan Purpose, Jurisdiction, and Scope

1.5 Definitions

Colorado Noxious Weed List

2.1 List A, B, and C Species
2.2 Watch List Species

Targeted Noxious Weeds in the City of Alamosa
3.1 List A species

3.2 List B species
33 List C species
34 Others

3.5 Staff Priorities

Noxious Weed Management Approaches

4.1 Cultural and Mechanical Control
4.2 Biological Control
4.3 Chemical Control

Management Tools

5.1 Education/Outreach

5.2 Identification and Mapping
5.3 Enforcement

5.4 Restrictions

Annual Review of the Noxious Weed Management Plan

April 29, 2016

Page | 1



APPENDICES

Appendix A: Economic Impact of Invasive Weed Species in Colorado: Phase I
Appendix B: Colorado Noxious Weed Act (C.R.S. 35-5.5-101 et seq.) (“The Act”)

Appendix C: Rules Pertaining to the Administration and Enforcement of the Colorado Noxious
Weed Act (8 CCR 1206-2) (“The Rules) - Condensed for Alamosa

Appendix D: Resolution 5-2015, establishing the City of Alamosa Noxious Weed Advisory
Board

Appendix E: City Ordinance, Chapter 14, Article 111

Appendix F: Colorado Noxious Weed Lists

Appendix G: Colorado Watch List

Appendix H: CDA Rules for Alamosa

Appendix I: CDA List A & B Weed Summary for Alamosa

Appendix J: Local Noxious Weed Info and Management (Lists A, B, and C+)
Appendix K: Noxious Weed Management Pocket Guide

Appendix L: Noxious Weed Management (SLVWMA & CSU Ext Service)

Appendix M: Suggested Herbicide Usage

April 29, 2016 Page |2



1.0 INTRODUCTION
1.1 The Weed Problem

The health and productivity of our natural plant communities are being threatened by the
introduction of numerous invasive noxious weeds. These plants displace native
vegetation and important wildlife forage, disrupt native hydrology, alter soil chemistry, and
disturb the overall ecological balance of native habitats. They are also an agricultural pest,
crowding out desirable crops and requiring immense investments in time, money, and
materials to control. Roadsides, ranchland, open space, housing developments, industrial
sites, private property, and Municipal, County, State, and Federal lands are all affected.

1.1.1  Several million acres of Colorado are infested with invasive non-indigenous
plants that are continuing to spread to uninfested lands and increase in abundance. For
this reason, the noxious weed problem is of concern not only to the rural and agricultural
community, but also to urban communities, small landowners, recreational land users,
and public land managers.

1.1.2 A number of these species, designated as state noxious weeds, aggressively
invade or are detrimental to economic crops or native plant communities, are poisonous
to livestock, are carriers of detrimental insects, diseases, or parasites, or are detrimental,
directly or indirectly, to the environmentally sound management of natural or agricultural
systems.

1.1.3 Noxious weeds are a present threat to the economic and environmental value of
the lands of the state of Colorado and it is a matter of statewide importance that the
governing bodies of counties and municipalities manage such weeds in a coordinated
manner across the state. Lack of such coordination makes weed management efforts
unnecessarily costly and limits the effectiveness of public and private efforts to control
such noxious weeds.

1.1.4 By eradicating rare noxious weed species quickly (List A), these species can be
prevented from establishing permanent populations in Colorado from which they will
spread to harm the agricultural and environmental values of the lands of Colorado.

1.1.5 It is important that local governing bodies and affected landowners apply
integrated management techniques that will achieve the specified management objectives,
particularly for eradication. Some techniques are more effective than others (prescribed)
and some techniques are likely to be ineffective or contribute to the spread of the weed
species (not prescribed). Prescribing integrated management techniques to achieve
specified management objectives will help landowners achieve management objectives
such as eradication in a timely manner while limiting environmental damage, effort, and
cost.

1.1.6 By stopping the spread of well-established species (List B), the values of non-
infested lands for agriculture or the environment can be protected and the costs of land
management to private and public landowners can be limited or reduced.

1.1.7 By educating the public about improved management for widespread species (List
C), the harm associated with these species can be reduced and such efforts can be made
more cost-effective for many citizens.

1.1.8 The absence of rules to implement a coordinated effort to manage noxious weeds
results in increased management costs to public and private interests, a reduction in the
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effectiveness of individual efforts, and the continued loss of agricultural and
environmental values to the invasion of noxious weeds. (Appendix A)

1.2 Enactment Authority
In an effort to address the statewide threat of noxious weeds, the Colorado State
Legislature passed the:
e Colorado Noxious Weed Act (C.R.S. 35-5.5-101 et seq.) (“The Act”) (Appendix B)
e Rules Pertaining to the Administration and Enforcement of the Colorado Noxious

Weed Act (8 CCR 1206-2) (“The Rules”) (Appendix C)

e In an effort to address the requirements in the Act and the Rules, Council enacted:
Resolution 5-2015, establishing the City of Alamosa Noxious Weed Advisory Board
(Appendix D)
e City Ordinance, Chapter 14, Article Ill (Appendix E)

1.3 Colorado Noxious Weed Act Requirements
The Colorado Noxious Weed Act (Colorado Revised Statutes 35-5.5) was originally
signed into law in 1991 and amended in 1996 and 2003. Also referred to in the
document as the ‘ACT’, it directs the governing body of each municipality in the
State to adopt a Noxious Weed Management Plan for all land within the territorial limits
of the municipality (CRS 35-5.5-105). The ‘ACT’ further directs each municipality to
appoint a local Weed Advisory Board whose power and duties are as follows:

Local advisory boards shall have the power and duty to:

o Develop a recommended management plan for the integrated management of
designated noxious weeds and recommended management criteria for noxious weeds
within the area governed by the local government and governments appointing the
local advisory board. The management plan shall be reviewed at regular intervals but
not less often than once every three years by the local advisory board.  The
management plan and any amendments made thereto shall be transmitted to the
local governing body for approval, modification, or rejection.

e Declare noxious weeds and any state noxious weeds designated by rule to be
subject to integrated management.

e Recommend to the local governing body that identified landowners be required to
submit an individual integrated management plan to manage noxious weeds on their

property.

The Colorado Department of Agriculture has developed ‘Rules’ pertaining to the 1996
‘ACT’; and has adopted new ‘RULES’ (8 CCR 1206-2) each year since 2003 for the
administration and enforcement of the ‘ACT".

1.4 Plan Purpose, Jurisdiction, and Scope
1.4.1 The purpose of the City of Alamosa Noxious Weed Management Plan is to
protect effectively against certain undesirable plants, primarily non-native invaders
which constitute a threat to the continued economic and environmental value of lands
in the City. These species must be managed on private and public lands, using
integrated management techniques which are least damaging to the environment and
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which are practical and economically reasonable. In establishing a coordinated

program for the integrated management of noxious weeds, it is the City's intent to
encourage and require all appropriate and available management methods consistent
with the noxious weed management objectives and plans mandated by the State.

1.4.2  This Plan shall apply to all public and private lands within the Alamosa city
limits. It is the duty of all persons to use integrated methods to manage noxious weeds
through the implementation of appropriate management plans, if such weeds are likely to
be materially damaging to the land of neighboring landowners.

1.5 Definitions
The following definitions shall apply to the terms used in this WMP:
Act: the Colorado Noxious Weed Act, Article 5.5 of Title 35, C.R.S., as amended.
Adjacent: meeting or touching at some point, or having nothing of the same kind
intervening.
Alien Plant: a plant species which is not indigenous to the State of
Colorado,
Annual weed: a weed that lives for one year then dies. Seeds are the primary dispersal
mechanism for annual plants.
Biennial weed: a weed that has a two year life cycle. It germinates and grows leaves one
year, then sends up a flower stalk and sets seed the following year. Seeds are the primary
dispersal mechanism for annual plants.
Biocontrol agent: a living creature that is used to control undesirable pests. Includes
insects, diseases, and vertebrate animals.
Biological Management: the use of an organism to disrupt the growth of noxious
weeds.
Bolting: a stage in the life cycle of a plant when it sends up a flower stalk
Chemical Management: the use of herbicides to disrupt the growth of noxious weeds.
Code Enforcement Officer: city employee who ensures City codes and ordinances are
adhered to. The person(s) appointed or designated to enforce the provisions of this
WMP.
Colorado Noxious Weed Act: the Act, as defined above.
Commissioner: the Commissioner of the Colorado Department of Agriculture or the
Commissioner’s designee.
Compliance Waiver: a written exemption granted by the Commissioner to the County
or a landowner that releases the County and/or landowner from certain obligations to
eradicate a specific population of List A or List B noxious weed species.
Containment: see “Management Objective,” below.
Council: the Alamosa City Council.
County: the County of Alamosa.
Cultural Management: those methodologies or management practices conducted to
favor the growth of desirable plants over noxious weeds, including but not limited to
maintaining an optimum fertility and plant
moisture status in the area, planting at optimum density and spatial arrangement in the
area, and planting species and eco-types most suited
to the area.
Department: the Colorado Department of Agriculture.
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Eradication: see “Management Objective,” below.

Escaping Ornamental Plants: exotic horticultural plant species which invade other
lands, becoming an ecological or economic nuisance to the present management goals
of those lands.

Extension Agent: the agent in the Colorado State University Cooperative Extension
office who provides weed education to the public and may assists in the development of
individual noxious weed management plans.

Federal Agency: each agency, bureau, or department of the federal government
responsible for administering or managing federal land.

Geographic Information Systems (GIS): a method used to map weed infestations
using satellite technology (Geographic Positioning System or GPS) coupled with on-the-
ground observations and computer mapping programs to determine the extent and
severity of an infestation and to track the effect of weed management practices.

Glyphosate: Non-selective active ingredient of herbicides such as Round-Up.

Infestation: a spreading or swarming in or over in a troublesome manner.

Infested Acreage: an area of land containing a noxious weed species, defined by the
actual perimeter of the infestation delineated by the canopy cover of the plants, and
excluding areas not subject to infestation.

Integrated Weed Management (IWM): the planning and implementation of a
coordinated program uses a variety of effective tools to manage noxious weeds. The
purpose is to achieve specified management objectives and promote desirable plant
communities. Elements of an IWM plan include weed identification, education,
prevention, cultural practices, mechanical removal, chemical use, and biological control.
Inspector: Code Enforcement Officer

Invasive Ornamental: A plant originally intended for horticultural or landscape
situations that has escaped its intended boundaries and is capable of invading a

plant community and creating a monoculture.

Landowner: any owner of record of federal, tribal, state, county, municipal, or

private land and includes an owner of any easement, right-of-way or estate in the

land.

List A Noxious Weed Species: rare noxious weed species that are subject to
eradication wherever detected statewide in order to protect neighboring lands and the
state as a whole.

List B Noxious Weed Species: noxious weed species with discrete statewide
distributions that are subject to eradication, containment, or suppression in portions

of the state designated by the Commissioner in order to stop the spread of these

species.

List C Noxious Weed Species: widespread and well-established noxious weed species
for which the Commissioner recommends but does not require management, although the
Board may in its discretion require management.

Noxious Weed Advisory Board: as established by City Council through Resolution 5-
2015 (Appendix C) to fulfill the role of the local advisory board under the Act to advise
on matters of noxious weed program direction.

Local Noxious Weed: any weed of local importance in the City which has been
declared a noxious weed by the Board.
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Management: any activity that prevents a plant from establishing, reproducing, or
dispersing itself.
Management Objective: the specific, desired result of integrated management
efforts including:
"Eradication/Elimination," which means reducing the reproductive success of a
noxious weed species or specified noxious weed population in largely uninfested regions
to zero and permanently eliminating the species or population within a specified period of
time. Once all specified weed populations are eliminated or prevented from reproducing,
intensive efforts continue until the existing seed bank is exhausted.
"Containment," which means maintaining an intensively managed buffer zone that
separates infested regions, where suppression activities prevail, from largely uninfested
regions, where eradication activities prevail.
"Suppression," which means reducing the vigor of noxious weed populations within
an infested region, decreasing the propensity of noxious weed species to spread to
surrounding lands, and mitigating the negative effects of noxious weed populations
on infested lands. Suppression efforts may employ a wide variety of integrated
management techniques.
""Restoration," which means the removal of noxious weed species and
reestablishment of desirable plant communities on lands of significant environmental
or agricultural value in order to help restore or maintain said value.
Management Plan: a noxious weed management plan developed by the Board, using
integrated management techniques, methods or practices.
Mechanical Management: those methodologies or management practices that
physically disrupt plant growth, including but not limited to tilling, mowing, burning,
flooding, mulching, hand-pulling, grazing and hoeing.
Municipality: a local governing body as set forth in C.R.S. Section 31-1-101(6).
Native Plant: a plant species which is indigenous to the State.
Neighboring: a property with a boundary immediately adjacent to the boundary of
another property
Noxious Weed: an alien plant or parts of an alien plant that have been designated by
State rule as being noxious or have been declared a noxious weed by the Board, and
meets one or more of the following criteria:

e aggressively invades or is detrimental to economic crops or native

plant communities;

e is poisonous to livestock;

e isa carrier of detrimental insects, diseases, or parasites;

e has a direct or indirect detrimental effect on the environmentally

sound management of natural or agricultural ecosystems.

Noxious Weed List: a list of noxious plant species recommended by the Noxious
Weed Advisory Board and approved by the Board of County Commissioners that are
to be managed by landowners within the County.
Noxious Weed Management: the planning and implementation of an integrated
program to manage noxious weed species.
Occupant: see “Person,” below.
Perennial weed: a weed that lives for 3 or more years. These species usually
spread by root systems or root pieces, as well as seeds.
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Person: an individual, partnership, corporation, association, or federal, state, or

local government or agency thereof owning, occupying, or controlling any land,
easement, or rights-of-way, including but not limited to any city, county, state, or
federally owned and controlled highway, drainage or irrigation ditch, spoil bank,
borrow pit, gas and oil pipeline, high voltage electrical transmission line, or rights-
of-way for a canal or lateral.

Plant growth regulator: means a substance used for controlling or modifying plant
growth processes without appreciable phototoxic effect at the dosage applied.
Population: a group of designated noxious weeds of the same species occupying a
particular geographic region and capable of interbreeding.

Propagule: a part of a plant (such as a cutting, seed, or spore) that serves to
propagate the plant (i.e., causes or allows the plant to reproduce).

Restoration: see “Management Objective,” above.

Rhizome: An elongated subterranean plant stem that produces shoots above and
roots below, and is distinguished from a true root in possessing buds, nodes, and
scale-like leaves.

Rosette: A cluster of leaves growing in crowded circles from a common center or
crown, usually at or close to the ground.

State: the State of Colorado.

State Noxious Weed: any noxious weed identified by the Commissioner by rule after
notifying and consulting with the State Noxious Weed Advisory Committee. Such
weeds may be referred to herein as “State A List,” “State B List” or “State C List”
weeds depending upon their designation as such by the commissioner pursuant to the
terms of C.R.S. section 35-5.5-108. The current list of noxious weeds can be found at
http://www.colorado.gov/cs/Satellite/ag Conservation/CBON/1251618874438.

State Noxious Weed Advisory Committee: A committee of 15 members appointed
by the Commissioner to make recommendations on the designation of noxious weeds
and to carry out related functions as specified in Section 35-5.5-108.7 of the Act.

State Weed Coordinator: a person within the Division of Plant Industry of the State
Department of Agriculture whom the Commissioner designates to, among other
functions, provide guidance to and coordinate with local government weed managers,
such as the County Land Stewardship Manager, as provided for in Section 35-5.5-117 of
the Act.

Suppression: see “Management Objective,” above.

Undesirable plant: means a noxious plant species that is designated as undesirable by
this article, the commissioner or by the weed advisory board.

Undesirable plant management: means the planning and implementation of an
integrated program to manage undesirable plant species.

Weed: any undesirable plant.

Weed Management Plan (WMP): the City of Alamosa Noxious Weed

Management Plan,
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2.0 Colorado Noxious Weed List

2.1

A, B, and C Listings (Appendix F)
The State of Colorado has designated 78 plants as Noxious Weeds, and has categorized
them into three lists based on priority for management in Colorado. These lists have
been named Lists A, B, and C. Most simply put:
e List A plants are newly arrived and/or less common in Colorado and must be
eradicated from all lands in the State.
e List B includes plants whose continued spread in Colorado should be halted.
e List C plants are those for which local governments have authority to decide the
management strategy.

The purpose of such categorization is to guide the State and local governments in
developing Management Strategies for each weed. The Management Strategy of a
particular weed in an area may be one of the following:
e FEradication (complete elimination of all populations of a weed)
e Containment (confinement of populations of a weed to a defined area)
e Suppression (attempt to limit the vigor and spread of populations within a
region)

All List A species have been designated by the Colorado Commissioner of Agriculture
(“the Commissioner”) for eradication. This means that it is a violation to allow any List
A species to produce seed or develop other reproductive means such as roots, shoots and
runners. Many List A weeds are not yet present in Colorado, but have become a problem
in neighboring states. Others are present in small isolated populations. It is the intent of
the Commission to eliminate these species before they become widespread. The Rules
allow the local governing authority to file for a compliance waiver if it is determined
that eradication is not a practical management objective for specific populations.

List B weed species may be designated for eradication, suppression, or containment,
depending on the extent of their presence in a particular county. The local Management
Strategy for each List B species in each county is determined by the Commissioner (in
consultation with the State Noxious Weed Advisory Committee, local governments, and
other interested parties). From these local Management Strategies, the Commissioner
develops a State-wide noxious weed management plan for each List B species. This
Plan is designed to stop the continued spread of List B species, making it a violation to
allow any List B species to spread into any un-infested area.

Local governments are left to decide whether to require management of List C weed
species, and, if so, whether the Management Strategy will be Eradication, Containment,
or Suppression. State Management Plans for List C weed species developed by the
Commissioner are designed to support the weed management efforts of local governing
bodies. The goal of such plans is not to stop the continued spread of these species.
Rather, they are meant to provide additional education, research, and biological control
resources to jurisdictions that choose to require management of List C species.
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2.2 Watch List (Appendix F & G)

Weed species that have been determined to pose a potential threat to the agricultural
productivity and environmental values of the lands of the state. The Watch List is
intended to serve advisory and educational purposes only. Its purpose is to encourage
the identification and reporting of these species to the Commissioner in order to
facilitate the collection of information to assist the Commissioner in determining which

species should be designated as noxious weeds.

3.0 Targeted Noxious Weeds in the City of Alamosa
Weeds covered under this plan are all included in the state noxious weed list designated by
rule. Considering the Alamosa County Noxious Weed Plan (#) and data compiled by the
CDA (*) (Appendix H & 1), the following noxious weeds will receive priority for control:

3.1 A-List Species:
3.1.1 Cypress Spurge * Eliminate

3.2 B-List Species:
3.2.1 Black henbane # Eliminate prior to seed development by 2018
3.2.2 Bouncingbet * Eliminate prior to seed development by 2016
3.2.3 Canada thistle *# Contain/Suppress
3.2.4 Common tansy * Eliminate prior to seed development by 2016
3.2.5 Eurasian watermilfoil * Suppress
3.2.6 Hoary cress (white top) *#  Contain/Suppress
3.2.7 Leafy spurge *# Suppress
3.2.8 Musk thistle * Eliminate prior to seed development by 2015
3.2.9 Perennial pepperweed *# Suppress

3.2.10Russian knapweed *# Suppress
3.2.11 Russian olive * Suppress
3.2.12 Salt cedar (tamarisk) * Suppress

3.2.13 Spotted/hybrid knapweed *
3.2.14 Wild caraway *

Eliminate prior to seed development by 2020
Eliminate prior to seed development by 2016

33 C-List Species:
3.3.1 Downy brome # Contain
3.3.2 Field bindweed # Contain
3.3.3 Puncturevine Contain
3.3.4 Quackgrass # Contain
34 Additional weeds to consider:
3.4.1 Kochia Contain
3.5 Staff Priorities

Infestations of some noxious weeds and infestations in certain areas are deemed to be
more significant than others and are ranked accordingly. The goals for high priority
noxious weed infestations are to stop the spread of noxious weeds in relatively non-
infested parts of the City and to eradicate weeds that are not yet abundant. Eradication is
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highly likely and highly desirable for weeds listed as high priority. Species listed as
medium priority weeds may or may not occur within the City limits. These species are
candidates for suppression and control, but not necessarily eradication. Low priority
weeds occur in large, widespread infestations or are widespread in certain parts of the
City. At best these weeds can be prevented from spreading to non-infested areas and

may be controlled or managed on a case-by-case basis (Appendix J).

3.5.1 High
3.5.1.1
3.5.1.2
3.5.1.3
3.5.1.4
3.5.1.5
3.5.1.6
3.5.1.7

Black henbane

Canada Thistle

Cypress Spurge (List A)
Musk Thistle

Hoary Cress

Leafy spurge

Perennial Pepperweed

3.5.1.8 Russian Knapweed
3.5.2 Medium
3.5.2.1 Bouncingbet
3.5.2.2 Common tansy
3.5.2.3 Eurasian watermilfoil
3.5.2.4 Field bindweed
3.5.2.5 Puncturevine
3.5.2.6 Spotted/hybrid knapweed
3.5.2.7 Wild caraway
3.5.3 Low
3.5.3.1 Downy brome
3.5.3.2 Kochia
3.5.3.3 Quackgrass
3.5.3.4 Russian olive
3.5.3.5 Salt cedar

4.0 Noxious Weed Management Approaches
City of Alamosa Weed Management prefers an integrated approach to weed
management. An integrated approach implements cultural, mechanical, biological, and
chemical control methods. Different species of noxious weeds grow or spread
differently so not all methods will be effective on all weeds. Colorado’s Noxious Weed
Act requires that certain methods of control be used depending on the level of control
that is mandated. Utilizing a variety of methods helps prevent chemical-resistant weeds,
decreases “bare ground” situations, and allows for weed control efforts tailored to each
individual site or scenario.
4.1 Cultural and Mechanical Control: First and foremost, good land management is

always encouraged to prevent an invasion. The key is to create conditions favorable for
desirable plants, thus increasing competition for undesirable noxious weeds. Methods
include proper irrigation, mowing, burning, properly timed livestock grazing, plowing, and
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seeding. When properly applied, these methods are effective as control measures as well as
preventive measures. The target of these methods is primarily to prevent seed production.
Weeds should be treated before flowers are in full bloom. In general, mechanical methods
are very effective for control of annual and biennial weeds and less effective for perennials.

4.2 Biological Control: Many noxious weeds become prolific due to the fact that
they have no natural predators. The Colorado State Insectary tests insects and pathogens
to control invasive species. Care is taken to be sure they will not move to native species
or crops. Biological management of noxious weeds will continue to grow as more
biological controls are developed. Biological controls are not a valid eradication method
when used alone, but can be integrated with other methods of weed control.

4.3 Chemical Control: The use of herbicides is expected to remain our most
effective tool for managing noxious weeds. Due to a variety of factors, herbicides are
often most effective, but can still be used in conjunction with other management
methods. Not all herbicides are equally effective on all weeds nor can every herbicide be
used in every situation. Alamosa Weed Control prefers applying selective herbicides
using a spot-spraying technique when applicable. Spot spraying (when compared to
broadcast spraying) is more cost-effective, reduces the amount of herbicide in the
environment, and prevents unnecessary damage to surrounding vegetation or aquatic
areas. Integrated noxious weed management calls for the sensible application of
chemical herbicides. According to the policies stated previously, Alamosa will use
chemical control methods when appropriate.

e Mandatory use of organic herbicides — City walking trails with easements through
the Rio Grande Farm Park will only use approved organic herbicides for chemical
control. Their effectiveness will be monitored for expanded use on other City
property.

e Tordon herbicide containing the active ingredient Picloram and Perspective
containing Aminoclopyrachlor + Chlorsulfuron active ingredients are banned
from use in the San Luis Valley.

e Suggested herbicide usage is included in Appendix M.

5.0 Management Tools
5.1 Education/Outreach

Outreach and Education are pivotal to the sustained success of this WMP. Most weed
species, if detected early, can be eradicated before they become established. It is
important that the public is able to identify noxious weeds and is aware of and committed
to the necessity of rapid response to new infestations. The public should be encouraged
to take ownership of their weed problems and make the necessary effort to control weeds
on their property. Once educated about noxious weeds and their impact, however, most
landowners become actively involved. Educational efforts include publishing articles in
the local newspapers; placing posters and displays in public places; creating brochures,
flyers, and mailings; holding public lectures and workshops; and publishing information
on social media and city websites.
Educational efforts should:
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e Educate the public on the state mandated weed law (the Colorado Noxious Weed
Act) and the State's mandate that the City of Alamosa act to manage, and
sometimes to eradicate, certain noxious weeds so designated by the Department.

e Educate and make the public aware of the State of Colorado A, B, and C weed
species, and additional weeds designated for management by the City of Alamosa.

e Assist the public with weed identification and mapping.

e Provide information on the Best Management Practices for weeds on the Alamosa
County Noxious Weed List.

e Raise public awareness that noxious weeds disrupt intended land use and degrade
the environment. Explain the environmental impact of weeds on our quality of life,
on agricultural production, and on native plants and wildlife.

e Stress the economic impact of weeds on agricultural production and the cost of
food, native plants and community ecology, wildlife habitat, real estate values, and
recreational opportunities, among others.

5.2 Identification and Mapping
5.2.1 Identification

e The first and most important step in developing a plan of attack on noxious
weeds is species identification. Misidentification of weed species leads to
improper, costly, and ineffective control and management.

e Newcomers and long-time residents may be familiar with a weed but each
may call it by a different common name. For example, a weed commonly
known as kochia (Kochia scoparia) by weed managers is called ironweed,
fireweed, pigweed and Mexican fireweed by non-specialists. Once the weed
is identified, recommendations for control and management can be obtained.

e Proper identification of new noxious weed species is extremely valuable for
eradication efforts and any unusual or unfamiliar plant should be reported to
the City Code Enforcement Officer. A cluster or small infestation of unusual
plants or plants that appear to be spreading rapidly should also be reported to
the Officer.

5.2.2 Mapping
Marking out weed infestations on a map, whether it be by computer (GIS) or hand
drawn methods, provides a landowner or City with information about the extent of
the infestation, possible modes for spread, potential non-infested areas to be
protected and monitored, and the effectiveness of control methods. Over the long
term maps provide historical evidence of the epicenter of an infestation and track its
spread or decline.
In a continuing effort to manage noxious weeds with sound strategy, existing
noxious weed inventories will be compared to new mapping data that will
encompass City and privately owned lands. City staff will be working hand-in-
hand with SLVWMA to develop these noxious weed maps.

5.3 Enforcement
Enforcing control of noxious weeds on private property is currently done on a complaint
basis where these plants are found to be threatening agricultural production or spreading
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to neighboring land, or are destructive to ornamental landscapes. Complaints are kept
anonymous. Complaints that are deemed spurious or related to neighbor-to-neighbor
feuds are not pursued.

5.3.1 Statutory Enforcement Provisions Govern

The Colorado Noxious Weed Act, § 35-5.5-101, C.R.S. (2009), et seq., (hereinafter
the Act) states that certain invasive weeds pose a threat to the continued economic
and environmental value of the land in Colorado; designates these weeds as
“noxious” in Colorado; and mandates their management by all landowners in the
State. The Act contains specific provisions empowering the City to enforce its
terms, including without limitation §§ 35-5.5-108.5, -109, and -110. This WMP
shall be enforced in accordance with those statutory provisions and rules
developed by the City.

5.3.2 Noxious Weeds Declared a Public Nuisance

The noxious weeds listed in this WMP, at any and all stages, are subject to all the
laws and remedies relating to the prevention and abatement of nuisances,
including, but not limited to, those set forth in the Act.

5.3.3 Authorized Agents for Enforcement

Pursuant to §35-5.5-105(2), C.R.S., the City Manager and their respective
designees are hereby designated as “authorized agents,” empowered to enforce the
Act and this WMP, by utilizing those procedures set forth in §35-5.5-108, -108.5,-
109, C.R.S and any other applicable local, State and Federal statutes, rules,
regulations, and ordinances, including the remaining provisions of this Section.

5.3.4 Restrictions

No eradication or management of noxious weeds on private property shall occur
without applying the same or greater management measures to any land or rights-
of-way owned or administered by the City of Alamosa that are adjacent to the
private property or notifying party.

6.0 Annual Review of the Noxious Weed Management Plan
The Advisory Board has, pursuant to the direction of the Alamosa City Council, originally
developed the Management Plan, and will review such Management Plan on an annual
basis for any desirable changes or adjustments to the plan and shall report to City Council
on such basis with any recommended changes or adjustments. As part of such review, the
Advisory Board will review the list of noxious weeds to consider additional weeds and to
prioritize control efforts. The Management Plan must be renewed and approved by City
Council not less than once every three years, but nothing shall prevent City Council from
approving any interim changes or adjustments to the Management Plan in any interim

years.

April 29, 2016
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Introduction

For a number of years, the Colorado Weed Management Association (CWMA), an organization
comprised of weed managers representing government agencies, private and commercial
applicators, non-governmental organizations, and private citizens, has discussed the need to
document the economic impact of invasive weeds across the state of Colorado
(www.cwma.org). Although a variety of studies have been implemented in surrounding states,
even basic Colorado-specific impacts have yet to be calculated. Phase | of this project addresses
this gap by leveraging a formed partnership between the Colorado Department of Agriculture,
Colorado Department of Natural Resources, CWMA, and Colorado State University to document
the basic economic impacts of a prioritized list of terrestrial and aquatic noxious weeds to the
State of Colorado.

Given the numerous and varied types of impacts of differential invasive species across the state
(including but not limited to agriculture, energy, infrastructure, natural resources, tourism, and
ecosystem services), this project is conceptualized as a sequence of interconnected yet
reasonably separate studies. The first phase provides a rough outline of the impacts of selected
species across the state. Funding permitting, additional phases may be completed that augment
primary data and expand the scope of analysis.

Identified Species of Interest

Ten species were identified for analysis in Phase | on the basis of their presence and potential
threat to Colorado, the interests of the partners, and the existence of out-of-state cost data
that can be used for external validity:

e Cheatgrass (Bromus tectorum) (List C);

e Eurasian watermilfoil (Myriophyllum spicatum) (List B);

e Knapweeds - diffuse (Centaurea diffusa) (List B), meadow (Centaurea pratensis) (List A),
Russian (Acroptilon repens) (List B), spotted (Centaurea maculosa) (List B), and Yellow
starthistle (Centaurea solstitialis) (List A); and

e Thistles — Canada (Cirsium arvense), musk (Carduus nutans), and scotch (Onopordum
acanthium or O. tauricum) (All List B).

Objectives

The objectives of Phase | of the project include:

e identify the uses affected by each of the ten identified species across Colorado

e estimate the extent of the physical infestation of each species on each identified use

e estimate the direct costs (lost benefits) of the infestation on each identified use

e estimate the direct impact on Colorado economy as the aggregate of costs imposed by
the presence of ten identified species in all identified uses




Procedure

This first-cut analysis was governed largely by the commitment by all parties to use readily
available “off the shelf” data with the overarching goal of identifying what is currently known
and to inform pathways for subsequent analysis. This approach limits scope and nature of
analysis of this phase but provides guidance for future data collection and analysis.

The overall objective of estimating the economic impact of weed species on the state economy
is an ambitious one. The commitment to using available data, the core question for the current
effort was distilled to determine the cost of weed species as: “the amount by which the
productive value of state resources are diminished because of the presence of the weed
species”. Recognize that this first-cut analysis ignores many of the “costs” that invasive weed
species impose on the economy that extend well beyond the services and activities supplanted
by their presence. The present level of invasion is conditioned on recent and current weed
control activities (both public and private) which have their own costs. Further, a given
presence of invasive species represents a threat for further invasion that could result in the
diminishment of future activities in the state. For the current study, only the value of given
activities presumed diminished by the presence of the weed species are taken to be a direct
cost. This generally follows the general philosophy used by Hirsh and Leitch, 1996.

In the study, we focused on three primary use components to estimate the loss of value. These
included agricultural production, wildlife habitat, and recreation. For each of the three use
components, the estimate of economic value supplanted by the presence of the weed species
required an estimate of (a) the average economic value of a parcel of “non-invaded” land of
given “use” character, (b) the proportion of diminishment of economic value due to “presence”
of each weed species of interest, and (c) the proportion of land area “invaded” which
supplanted the valued activity. The product of these three values provides the estimated
“cost” of weed presence on a given parcel of land for the use category. Summing across all
parcels and all uses within the State provides an estimate of the estimate of state-wide direct
costs.

Data and Analysis

Presence of Invasive Weed Species

The primary driver necessary for the analysis is an accurate depiction of weed infestations
across the state of Colorado. We used the Colorado Department of Agriculture’s (CDA)
QuarterQuad (QQ) mapping of noxious weeds for 2009 (latest available) as the best available
depiction of current weed infestation. CDA requests data from the County Weed Supervisors
on an annual basis and infested acreages estimates are per 9,000 acre QuarterQuad. A
QuarterQuad is one quarter of a standard 1:24,000 U.S.G.S. 7.5min topographic quadrangle.
Data is collected for ninety noxious weed species including the ten species targeted in this
study. The map in Figure 1 depicts the geographic distribution of the presence reported of the
ten species across the state.
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Figure 1. Acreage per quarterquad map unit (approximately 9,000 acres) reported infested by the ten
selected weed species in 2009 Colorado Department of Agriculture Noxious Weeds database.

It should be noted that there are some serious limitations imposed for the economic analysis
given the nature of the noxious weed inventory. Table 1 summarizes the reported incidence of
each of the ten identified species by Agricultural Reporting District. First, it appears that there
is significant under-reporting of weed species presence in the state. All 90 weed species which
are tracked are reported to occupy just over 1.5 million acres (2.3% of Colorado’s total land
area) with the targeted “ten species” in this study accounting for over one third of this total.
Over one-half of the QQ are reported to have none of the “Ten Species” and only one third of
QQ are reported to have more than 25 acres of weeds across all ninty species. For this given
analysis, if a weed is not reported as present in a QQ, then the estimated economic impact of
invasive weed species will be zero for that QQ.

Further, the coarse resolution of the QQ mapping of weed species does not provide information
about the distribution of the species within the 9,000 acre block which increases the error of
attempting to associate weed presence with land use characteristics which are measured at a
much finer resolution. There is also no information regarding the intermingling of weed
species, their concentration, vigor, or other qualitative dimensions of invaded sites which
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certainly influence the impact of the presence of the species. The only option to carry forward
with this analysis is to assume that the weed species are distributed across the underlying land
uses (within each of the agricultural, habitat, and recreation components) in the same
proportion at which these uses are present within the QQ. In reality, because weeds are often
opportunists of specific circumstances, species presence tends to align disproportionately with
specific land characteristics. The nature of the data precludes accurate depiction of this
likelihood.

Agricultural Production

To identify the impact on agricultural production, it was necessary to identify the current land
uses. USGS Landsat remote image data used to estimate these uses. This geo-referenced
raster data classifies land uses into seventeen different Land Cover Classes. For our analysis,
these seventeen classes were aggregated into six categories as summarized in Table 2.

Table 2. Definition of Land Use Categories Utilized in Study.

Land Use
USGS Land Cover Class Category for
Code Category Analysis
11 Open Water Water
12 Ice/Snow Forestland
21 Developed - Open Space Other
22 Developed - Low Intensity Other
23 Developed - Medium Intensity Other
24 Developed - High Intensity Other
31 Barren Land Other
41 Deciduous Forest Forestland
42 Evergreen Forest Forestland
43 Mixed Forest Forestland
52 Shrub/Scrub Rangeland
71 Grassland / Herbaceous Rangeland
81 Pasture / Hay Pasture
82 Cultivated Crops Cropland
90 Woody Wetlands Wetlands
95 Emergent Herbaceous Wetlands
Uncoded Uncoded

These data were analyzed to determine the proportion of each QQ that was determined to
belong to a given Land Cover Class. These proportions were then applied to the total acreage
of each given weed species to estimate the number of acres of a particular land use that were
invaded by a given weed species. The total acres and proportions of invasion are summarized
in Tables 3 and 4, respectively.
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Among the ten selected weed species, cheatgrass, diffuse knapweed, Russian knapweed, and
Canada thistle account for 86 percent of the invasion considered in this study. The summary in
Table 4 spotlights the fact that rangelands are reported to be the predominant invaded land
use for all weed species with meadow knapweed and yellow starthistle being significant
invaders of forestland, cheatgrass also significant in cropland, and the majority of Eurasian
watermilfoil being attributed to the “Other” land use category.

Due to the significant differences in spatial resolution (9,000 acres per QQ vs. less than one acre
for a Landsat pixel), significant error is induced in attempting to match weed species with land
use. This is best illustrated in the distribution of Eurasian watermilfoil with acreage showing in
every category even though it is known to exist only in water bodies. Similar error is expected
to exist across all weed species, though the error will be less for weed species that are more
prevalent in land uses that are more dominant in proportion of given QQ. This error is
highlighted to underscore the value of collecting weed species invasions at a finer geographic
scale than has historically been done.

Taking the resulting distribution of weed species across land uses with in each QQ as
summarized above, the next step is determine the cost of their presence. For this first-cut
analysis, the approach was to estimate the amount of productivity reduction induced by the
presences of the weeds. For this analysis, it was assumed that an acre of weed species invasion
on agricultural lands completed eliminated the net value of production from that acre. This, of
course, will vary from site to site but there is no evidence of the nature of the invasion in the
weed data. Some acres of invasion will diminish the net value of production less, however,
some invasions can reduce production below the total costs of production within a given year,
causing negative returns in the short run. On balance, the “take-all” of annual net returns is not
as extreme as it may appear on the surface. Clearly, lacking sufficient empirical evidence, this is
another source of error in this study.

To estimate the monetary value of the net returns supplanted by the presence of weed species,
the value of production was represented by the prevailing cash rental rates for each given land
use. The primary agricultural activity for Rangeland, Pasture, Forestland, and Wetlands was
taken to be grazing. Weed infested Cropland was taken to be non-irrigated. The Water and
Other categories were taken to not have any agricultural activities. Table 5 summarizes the

Table 5. Average Cash Rental Rates for Agricultural Lands, 2009-2013 ($/acre/yr)

District Pastureland Cropland
Northwest and Mountain 4.18 20.00
Northeast 4.89 24.18
East Central 6.57 23.98
Southwest 5.53 27.23
San Luis Valley 6.33 28.55
Southeast 3.47 26.44
Colorado 5.10 24.80

Source: USDA-NASS "Quick Stats". http://quickstats.nass.usda.gov/




annual monetary value of an acre of undiminished grazing (applied to the four land use
categories identified above) and dryland cropland as reflected by the annual cash rental rates.
The productivity of lands in these uses varies across the state so fortunately USDA National
Agricultural Statistics Service collects cash rental rates by Crop Reporting District. For this
analysis the average reported rental rates for 2009-2013 were used.

Wildlife Habitat

The approach to determining the impact of weed presence on wildlife habitat follows the
general approach for agricultural production. Within each QQ for which any of the ten species
are present the composition of wildlife habitat that would be inhibited by the species presence
was identified. In this case the Western Governors’ Wildlife Council’s crucial habitat index (CHI)
was used as a proxy for wildlife habitat “production” for a given land area. The CHI score is a
one to five rating that identifies a level of importance of habitat for multiple wildlife species in a
given area. Figure 2 illustrates the geographic distribution of CHI values for Colorado.

1:3,000,000

Figure 2. Western Governors Wildlife Council Crucial Habitat Index (CHI) (red is high [CHI=1], dark green
is low [CHI=5])




The resolution of the CHI data is much finer than the weed invasion data so, again, any weeds
present within a QQ were assumed to be linked with CHI values according to their proportion
within the QQ. Lacking any evidence of the nature of the weed invasions within each QQ,
presence of weed species on an acre was taken to fully diminish the value of habitat from its
identified CHI value.

To estimate the monetary value of this reduction in habitat services, the monetary value of
undiminished crucial habitat was assumed to decline linearly across CHI values from one to five
allowing for differentiation between invaded sites with high habitat value and those with less
value. Further investigation is necessary to identify whether the linear decline is merited.

With this modeling of structural response in value across CHI, identifying the monetary value of
the most important habitats (CHI=1) allows the others to also be determined. In best cases,
estimates of monetary values of habitat are difficult. We attempted to utilize the Benefit
Transfer and Use Estimating Model Toolkit developed by Loomis et al. (2008) to derive
terrestrial habitat values on certain criteria. Depending on the nature of the setting identified,
values per acre ranged from zero to nearly ten thousand dollars per acre. The primary difficulty
here was that none of the driving criteria are known at the QQ resolution so this approach was
abandoned.

Ultimately a pair of separate studies (a willingness-to-pay study and a hedonic property study)
were used to set a proxy monetary value for crucial habitat in the highest value. Ina 1997
study Loomis and Ekstrand found that willingness to pay for 4.6 million acres of Mexican
Spotted Owl habitat was $435 per acre. A 2003 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service study found that
based on a hedonic property study that households were willing to pay between $435 and $817
per acre to support open space critical to Preble’s Meadow Jumping mouse habitat. The
conservative result was to select the value of $434 per acre for this study. This is a present
value of a tract of land in the highest condition. To make this commensurate with the annual
values used elsewhere in the study, a four percent capitalization rate yields an annual cost of
$17.36 per acre for lands with the highest habitat values being invaded by weed species.

Recreation

Tourism and recreation are strong economic drivers in Colorado. Invasive weed species have
the potential to significantly diminish recreation values by their presence. However, not all of
Colorado yields the same recreation opportunities or use. Most recreation valuation studies
identify values in terms of dollars per visitor day for a given area or destination. For the study
at hand, it is necessary to identify a value per acre of land that the presence of weed species
diminishes recreational values. This proved to be far more difficult than for either agricultural
or wildlife habitat values.

For this first-cut analysis, Theobald’s index for the Human Use of Ecosystems was used as a
proxy for recreational activity. For the purpose of this study this recreation index (RI)
characterizes human activity on a one to ten scale with ten being the highest level. Figure 3
represents the spatial distribution of the index values across Colorado with red representing
the lowest values and green representing the areas with the highest activity levels.




Figure 3. Recreation Index values for Colorado (red is low [RI=1], dark green is high [RI=10])

The resolution of the RI data is much finer than the weed invasion data so, again, any weeds
present within a QQ were assumed to be linked with RI values according to their proportion
within the QQ. Lacking any evidence of the nature of the weed invasions within each QQ,
presence of weed species on an acre was taken to fully diminish the value of recreation from its
identified RI value.

To estimate the monetary value of this reduction in recreation, the monetary value of
undiminished recreation site was assumed to decline linearly across Rl values from ten to one
allowing for differentiation between invaded sites with high recreation value and those with
less value. Further investigation is necessary to identify whether this linear decline is merited
or how recreation values might be better represented and estimated.

With this modeling of structural response in value across RI, identifying the monetary value of
the most important recreational sites (RI=10) allows the others to also be determined.
Analytically this is straightforward, but there is practically no empirical evidence to identify
monetary values that are calibrated to a given Rl value.
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Results

All of the data previously described for weed species invasion, land use, crucial habitat index,
and recreation index was analyzed in GIS to create summary information for each QQ in the
study area that was then compiled in a single Excel workbook. Drawing from this spatial
database, the mean diminishment of each of the three categories of economic importance
(agricultural production, wildlife habitat, recreation) was calculated for each QQ and then
scaled by the monetary value per acre described previously. Table 6 summarizes the cost of the
presence of the ten weed species as the total foregone direct economic value.

Table 6. Total Direct Cost to Colorado of Reported Invasion of Ten Weed

Species ($/year)
Agricultural Wildlife

District Production Habitat Recreation Total Cost
Northwest & Mtn 28,346 77,021 53,919 159,286
Northeast 2,328,473 2,159,497 1,602,314 6,090,283
East Central 749,567 1,082,600 1,223,230 3,055,397
Southwest 646,831 1,080,528 733,403 2,460,763
San Luis Valley 326,075 411,370 462,611 1,200,055
Southeast 200,901 336,689 335,545 873,135
Colorado 4,280,192 5,147,706 4,411,022 13,838,920

* Recreation values are based on an assumed $10/acre for lands with a Recreation
Index value of 10. Total Costs in this category will scale directly with this value
(e.g. if RI=10 lands are valued at $100/acre, the total cost to recreation would

be $44 million annually to Colorado).

Based on the evidence at our disposal, the total annual direct cost of the ten weed species is
nearly $14 million annually with agricultural, wildlife, and recreational values all being similar.
There are a number of caveats that must be considered before basing any important decisions
on that number.

The first (and arguably most important) of these is quickly revealed by comparing the cost
categories between the six Crop Reporting Districts. The Northeast District is highest in all
categories. That should be viewed skeptically as a truth. However, a quick review of Figure 1
points quickly to why this is the case—more weed presence is reported here than in any other
area of the state. Contrast this with the acreage of invasion reported in either the Northwest or
Southeast Districts. Large portions of these areas report that none of the identified species are
present. Following our procedures, this means that there is no economic cost of weed species
in these areas. In short, regardless of the sophistication and accuracy of other elements of the
analysis, the apparent under-reporting of weed invasions severely hampers our ability to
generate an estimate of total cost that should generate any confidence in those who would use
this number to justify any policy decisions. If anything, given the apparent under-reporting of
weed invasion and the consistent analytic choices toward conservative values, the total cost
values presented here should be viewed as rather extreme lower bounds on the true values.
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The valuation of recreation values was particularly troublesome, so a choice was made to value
land with the highest index value at $10 per acre annually. This provides easy scaling as the
users of this data wish to consider outcomes at other peak values.

Conclusions and Implications

The overarching purpose of this phase of research was to identify a pathway to future research
activities. Itis clear that secondary data is clearly lacking in terms of being able to develop
accurate estimates of the cost that invasive weed species impose on the Colorado economy.
Ready availability of appropriate data on several fronts proves to be the primary limitation in
this effort.

Most significantly, it seems apparent that that the inventory of weed infestation in the state is
lacking. Many infested acres are reported, but reporting is voluntary, from a single source
(county weed programs) and seems to be incomplete. Further, the coarse spatial resolution of
the data (acres infested per 9,000 acre block) without any qualitative information beyond acres
and species identifier would hamper any more sophisticated analysis. The nature of weed
invasion is important when determining its effect on all three of our impact areas. This would
include density on the landscape, geographic distribution within the reporting block,
interactions with other invasive species, the degree of use diminishment, and other biological
indicators of the state of the invasion. Qualitative information and finer spatial resolution can,
to some degree, substitute for one another, though we presently have neither. The most useful
analysis would benefit significantly from both.

The commitment to utilize only readily available data also provides very coarse representation
of agricultural land uses, wildlife habitat, and recreational activities. Here data exist with much
finer spatial resolution, but these are merely proxies to the various values of activities that are
diminished by the presence of invasive weed species. Without better depiction of the state of
weed invasion across time, there is little opportunity to model relationships against these use
data to characterize statewide impairment due to invasions.

Finally, the approach utilized in this study comes short of reflecting the total “cost of weeds” to
the Colorado due to procedural choices in the analysis. This was a starting point to assess only
the foregone value of three impact areas due to presence of ten identified weed species (which
itself proves difficult). Even if this could be accurately estimated, these costs are conditioned
on an extensive and systematic effort to control weed species by both private landowners and
public agencies. None of these costs are reflected in this analysis. Further, the full cost of an
invasive stand of weed species on a given tract of land is more than the value of the activities
that it supplants. This presence increases the risk of spread and future infestations to other
lands which translates into greater expected diminishment of valued activities and services
and/or increased control costs in the future. Limitations in current data availability prevent
applying more sophisticated analysis that could reflect these additional dimensions on a state-
wide basis.
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Further Work

The analysis presented here focuses on data that is best suited to documenting the impact of
terrestrial species. Eurasian watermilfoil was selected as one of the ten identified species to
demonstrate the unique character of invasive aquatic weed species. Work is continuing
following the same principles applied to the terrestrial species but utilizing data sources unique
to the aquatic setting.

Given the issues identified in this study, now is the time to engage in conversation to identify
whether further effort is warranted to improve upon the data and analysis utilized in this
report. The results from this study suggest that the central question would be how invasions of
invasive weed species across Colorado should be documented and reported in the future and
the nature of the questions to be addressed with this information.
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TITLE 35
AGRICULTURE

ARTICLE 5.5
Colorado Noxious Weed Act

35-5.5-101. Short title.

35-5.5-102. Legislative declaration - rule of construction.

35-5.5-103. Definitions.

35-5.5-104. Duty to manage noxious weeds.

35-5.5-104.5. Intentional introduction, cultivation, or sale of noxious weeds - costs.

35-5.5-105. Noxious weed management - powers of county commissioners.

35-5.5-106. Noxious weed management - municipal authority.

35-5.5-107. Local advisory board - formation - duties.

35-5.5-108. Designated noxious weeds - legislative declaration.

35-5.5-108.5. Responsibilities related to eradication of designated noxious weeds -
commissioner - local governing bodies - affected landowners.

35-5.5-108.7.  State noxious weed advisory committee - repeal.

35-5.5-109. Private lands - management of noxious weeds - charges.

35-5.5-110. Public lands - control of undesirable plants - charges.

35-5.5-111. Cooperation with federal and state agencies.

35-5.5-112. Public rights-of-way - management of noxious weeds - charges.

35-5.5-113. Public nuisance - abatement.

35-5.5-114.1. Survey of compliance on federal land.

35-5.5-115. Rules.

35-5.5-116. Noxious weed management fund - creation - allocation of funds.

35-5.5-117. The state weed coordinator.

35-5.5-118. Civil penalties.

35-5.5-119. County funding.

35-5.5-101. Short title. This article shall be known and may be cited as the "Colorado Noxious
Weed Act".

35-5.5-102. Legislative declaration - rule of construction. (1) In enacting this article the
general assembly finds and declares that there is a need to ensure that all the lands of the state of
Colorado, whether in private or public ownership, are protected by and subject to the jurisdiction
of a local government empowered to manage undesirable plants as designated by the state of
Colorado and the local governing body. In making such determination the general assembly
hereby finds and declares that certain undesirable plants constitute a present threat to the
continued economic and environmental value of the lands of the state and if present in any area
of the state must be managed. It is the intent of the general assembly that the advisory
commissions appointed by counties and municipalities under this article, in developing
undesirable plant management plans, consider the elements of integrated management as defined
in this article, as well as all appropriate and available control and management methods, seeking
those methods which are least environmentally damaging and which are practical and



economically reasonable.

(1.5) The general assembly hereby finds and declares that:

(a) Noxious weeds have become a threat to the natural resources of Colorado, as
thousands of acres of crop, rangeland, and habitat for wildlife and native plant communities are
being destroyed by noxious weeds each year;

(b) An organized and coordinated effort must be made to stop the spread of noxious
weeds and that such an effort can best be facilitated by a state coordinator who will assist in
building local coalitions and coordinate the efforts of state, federal, local, and private landowners
in developing plans for the control of noxious weeds without unnecessarily disrupting the
development of such lands;

(c) The designation and classification of noxious weeds into categories for immediate
eradication, containment, and suppression will further assist the state in coordinating efforts to
stop the spread of noxious weeds;

(d) Because the spread of noxious weeds can largely be attributed to the movement of
seed and plant parts on motor vehicles, and because noxious weeds are becoming an increasing
maintenance problem on highway right-of-ways in this state, additional resources are needed to
fight the spread of noxious weeds; and

(e) The use of moneys in the noxious weed management fund to assist local governing
bodies and affected landowners in the eradication, containment, or suppression of noxious weeds
best serves the citizens of Colorado.

(2) This article is in addition to article 5 of this title and is intended to be an expansion
of, not a substitution for, the provisions of said article 5.
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35-5.5-103. Definitions. As used in this article, unless the context otherwise requires:

(2) "Alien plant" means a plant species that is not indigenous to the state of Colorado.

(4) "Commissioner" means the commissioner of the department of agriculture or his or
her designee.

(4.5) "Department" means the department of agriculture.

(5) "District" means a local governing body's geographic description of a land area where
noxious weeds are to be managed.

(7) "Federal agency" means each agency, bureau, or department of the federal
government responsible for administering or managing federal land.

(8) "Federal land manager" means the federal agency having jurisdiction over any federal
lands affected by the provisions of this article.

(9) "Integrated management" means the planning and implementation of a coordinated
program utilizing a variety of methods for managing noxious weeds, the purpose of which is to
achieve specified management objectives and promote desirable plant communities. Such
methods may include but are not limited to education, preventive measures, good stewardship,
and the following techniques:

(a) "Biological management", which means the use of an organism to disrupt the growth
of noxious weeds.

(b) "Chemical management”, which means the use of herbicides or plant growth
regulators to disrupt the growth of noxious weeds.



(c) "Cultural management", which means methodologies or management practices that
favor the growth of desirable plants over noxious weeds, including maintaining an optimum
fertility and plant moisture status in an area, planting at optimum density and spatial arrangement
in an area, and planting species most suited to an area.

(d) "Mechanical management", which means methodologies or management practices
that physically disrupt plant growth, including tilling, mowing, burning, flooding, mulching,
hand-pulling, hoeing, and grazing.

(10) "Landowner" means any owner of record of federal, tribal, state, county, municipal,
or private land.

(10.5) "Local advisory board" means those individuals appointed by the local governing
body to advise on matters of noxious weed management.

(11) "Local governing body" means the board of county commissioners of a county, the
city council of a city and county or statutory or home rule city, the board of trustees of a statutory
town or home rule town, or the board of selectmen or city council of a territorial charter
municipality, as the context so requires.

(11.4) "Local noxious weed" means any plant of local importance that has been declared
a noxious weed by the local governing body.

(11.6) "Management" means any activity that prevents a plant from establishing,
reproducing, or dispersing itself.

(11.7) "Management objective" means the specific, desired result of integrated
management efforts and includes:

(a) "Eradication" which means reducing the reproductive success of a noxious weed
species or specified noxious weed population in largely uninfested regions to zero and
permanently eliminating the species or population within a specified period of time. Once all
specified weed populations are eliminated or prevented from reproducing, intensive efforts
continue until the existing seed bank is exhausted.

(b) "Containment" which means maintaining an intensively managed buffer zone that
separates infested regions, where suppression activities prevail, from largely uninfested regions,
where eradication activities prevail.

(c) "Suppression" which means reducing the vigor of noxious weed populations within
an infested region, decreasing the propensity of noxious weed species to spread to surrounding
lands, and mitigating the negative effects of noxious weed populations on infested lands.
Suppression efforts may employ a wide variety of integrated management techniques.

(d) "Restoration" which means the removal of noxious weed species and reestablishment
of desirable plant communities on lands of significant environmental or agricultural value in
order to help restore or maintain said value.

(12) "Management plan" means the noxious weed management plan developed by any
person or the local advisory board using integrated management.

(14) "Municipality" has the meaning set forth in section 31-1-101 (6), C.R.S.

(15) "Native plant" means a plant species that is indigenous to the state of Colorado.

(16) "Noxious weed" means an alien plant or parts of an alien plant that have been
designated by rule as being noxious or has been declared a noxious weed by a local advisory
board, and meets one or more of the following criteria:



(a) Aggressively invades or is detrimental to economic crops or native plant
communities;

(b) Is poisonous to livestock;

(c) Is a carrier of detrimental insects, diseases, or parasites;

(d) The direct or indirect effect of the presence of this plant is detrimental to the
environmentally sound management of natural or agricultural ecosystems.

(16.2) "Noxious weed management" means the planning and implementation of an
integrated program to manage noxious weed species.

(17) "Person" or "occupant" means an individual, partnership, corporation, association,
or federal, state, or local government or agency thereof owning, occupying, or controlling any
land, easement, or right-of-way, including any city, county, state, or federally owned and
controlled highway, drainage or irrigation ditch, spoil bank, borrow pit, gas and oil pipeline, high
voltage electrical transmission line, or right-of-way for a canal or lateral.

(18) "Plant growth regulator" means a substance used for controlling or modifying plant
growth processes without appreciable phytotoxic effect at the dosage applied.

(18.5) "State noxious weed" means any noxious weed identified by the commissioner by
rule after notifying and consulting with the state noxious weed advisory committee created in
section 35-5.5-108.7.

(18.6) "State weed coordinator" means the state weed coordinator under contract with or
appointed by the commissioner pursuant to section 35-5.5-117.

(21) "Weed" means any undesirable plant.

35-5.5-104. Duty to manage noxious weeds. It is the duty of all persons to use integrated
methods to manage noxious weeds if the same are likely to be materially damaging to the land of
neighboring landowners.
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35-5.5-104.5. Intentional introduction, cultivation, or sale of noxious weeds - costs.
(1)(a) It shall be unlawful to intentionally introduce, cultivate, sell, offer for sale, or knowingly
allow to grow in violation of this article or any rule promulgated hereunder in this state any
noxious weed designated pursuant to section 35-5.5-108 (2)(a); except that this prohibition shall
not apply to:

(I) Research sanctioned by a state or federal agency or an accredited university or
college;

(I Activities specifically permitted by the commissioner;

(IIT) Noxious weed management plans that are part of an approved reclamation plan
pursuant to section 34-32-116 (7) or 34-32.5-116 (4), C.R.S;

(IV) Noxious weed management activities that are conducted on disturbed lands as part
of an approved reclamation plan pursuant to section 34-33-111 (1), C.R.S.; or

(V) Noxious weed management activities that are part of activities conducted on
disturbed lands pursuant to section 34-60-106 (12), C.R.S.

(b) It shall not be a violation of this section for a person to knowingly allow to grow a
state noxious weed that is being properly managed in accordance with the rules promulgated by
the commissioner.



(2) Any entity or person that violates the provisions of this section shall be responsible
for the costs associated with remediation of the noxious weeds. In assessing the cost of
remediation, the commissioner may include both actual immediate and estimated future costs to
achieve specified management objectives.
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35-5.5-105. Noxious weed management - powers of county commissioners. (1) The board of
county commissioners of each county in the state shall adopt a noxious weed management plan
for all of the unincorporated lands within the county. Such plan shall include all of the
requirements and duties imposed by this article. Guidelines may be included that address no
pesticide noxious weed management plans. In addition to and not in limitation of the powers
delegated to boards of county commissioners in section 30-11-107 and article 15 of title 30,
C.R.S., article 5 of this title, and elsewhere as provided by law, the board of county
commissioners may adopt and provide for the enforcement of such ordinances, resolutions, rules,
and other regulations as may be necessary and proper to enforce said plan and otherwise provide
for the management of noxious weeds within the county, subject to the following limitation: No
county ordinance, rule, resolution, other regulation, or exercise of power pursuant to this article
shall apply within the corporate limits of any incorporated municipality, nor to any municipal
service, function, facility, or property, whether owned by or leased to the incorporated
municipality outside the municipal boundaries unless the county and municipality agree
otherwise pursuant to part 2 of article 1 of title 29, C.R.S., or article 20 of title 29, C.R.S.

(2) The board of county commissioners shall provide for the administration of the
noxious weed management plan authorized by this article through the use of agents, delegates, or
employees and may hire additional staff or provide for the performance of all or part of the
management plan through outside contract. Any agent, delegate, employee, staff, or contractor
applying or recommending the use of chemical management methods shall be certified by the
department of agriculture for such application or recommendation. Costs associated with the
administration of the noxious weed management plan shall be paid from the noxious weed
management fund of each county.

(3) The board of county commissioners may cooperate with other counties and
municipalities for the exercise of any or all of the powers and authorities granted by this article.
Such cooperation shall take the form of an intergovernmental agreement pursuant to part 2 of
article 1 of title 29, C.R.S., or article 20 of title 29, C.R.S.
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35-5.5-106. Noxious weed management - municipal authority. (1) The governing body of
each municipality in the state shall adopt a noxious weed management plan for all lands within
the territorial limits of the municipality. In addition to and independent of the powers elsewhere
delegated by law, the governing body of a municipality may adopt and provide for the
enforcement of such ordinances, resolutions, rules, and other regulations as may be necessary and
proper to enforce said plan and otherwise provide for the management of noxious weeds within
the municipality, subject to the following limitation: No municipal ordinance, resolution, rule,
other regulation, or exercise of power pursuant to this article shall apply to unincorporated lands
or facilities outside the corporate limits of the municipality, except such lands or facilities which
are owned by or leased to the municipality, unless the municipality and the county otherwise
agree pursuant to part 2 of article 1 of title 29, C.R.S., or article 20 of title 29, C.R.S.



(2) The governing body of the municipality shall provide for the administration of the
noxious weed management plan authorized by this article through the use of agents, delegates, or
employees and may hire additional staff or provide for the performance of all or part of the
noxious weed management plan through outside contract. Any agent, delegate, employee, staff,
or contractor applying or recommending the use of chemical management methods shall be
certified by the department of agriculture for such application or recommendation.

(3) The governing body may cooperate with counties and other municipalities for the
exercise of any or all of the powers and authorities granted by this article. Such cooperation shall
take the form of an intergovernmental agreement pursuant to part 2 of article 1 of title 29, C.R.S.,
or article 20 of title 29, C.R.S.

(4) To the degree that a municipality has, upon enactment of this article, or subsequent to
that date, adopted an ordinance or ordinances for the management of noxious weeds, the
adoption of such an ordinance or ordinances shall be deemed to satisfy the requirement for the
adoption of a noxious weed management plan imposed by this article.

Back totop

35-5.5-107. Local advisory board - formation - duties. (1) The governing body of each
county and municipality shall appoint a local advisory board. The local governing body, at its
sole option, may appoint itself, or a commission of landowners, to act as the local advisory board
for that jurisdiction. The members of each local advisory board shall be residents of the
unincorporated portion of the county or residents of the municipality, as the case may be, and in
the case of a county, at least a majority of the members of the local advisory board shall be
landowners of over forty acres.

(2) In the event a county or municipality elects to cooperate with another county or
municipality for any of the purposes set forth in this article, the membership of the local advisory
board shall be determined by the governing bodies of such cooperating local governments.

(3) Each local advisory board shall annually elect a chairman and secretary. A majority
of the members of the board shall constitute a quorum for the conduct of business.

(4) Local advisory boards shall have the power and duty to:

(a) Develop a recommended management plan for the integrated management of
designated noxious weeds and recommended management criteria for noxious weeds within the
area governed by the local government or governments appointing the local advisory board. The
management plan shall be reviewed at regular intervals but not less often than once every three
years by the local advisory board. The management plan and any amendments made thereto shall
be transmitted to the local governing body for approval, modification, or rejection.

(b) Declare noxious weeds and any state noxious weeds designated by rule to be subject
to integrated management.

(¢) Recommend to the local governing body that identified landowners be required to
submit an individual integrated management plan to manage noxious weeds on their property.

(5) The local governing body shall have the sole and final authority to approve, modify,
or reject the management plan, management criteria, management practice, and any other
decision or recommendation of the local advisory board.

(6) The state weed coordinator shall review any recommendations of a local advisory
board appointed pursuant to article 5 of this title and note any inconsistencies between the
recommendations of the state weed coordinator or the commissioner and any such local advisory
board.
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35-5.5-108. Designated noxious weeds - legislative declaration. (1) The general assembly
hereby finds and declares that the noxious weeds designated by rule are a present threat to the
economic and environmental value of the lands of the state of Colorado and declare it to be a
matter of statewide importance that the governing bodies of counties and municipalities include
plans to manage such weeds as part of their duties pursuant to this article.

(2)(a) The state list of plant species that are designated as noxious weeds shall be
designated by rule and shall be managed under the provisions of this article. On and after August
6, 2003, the commissioner shall classify noxious weeds into one of a minimum of three
categories, including:

(I) "List A", which means rare noxious weed species that are subject to eradication
wherever detected statewide in order to protect neighboring lands and the state as a whole;

(Il) "List B", which means noxious weed species with discrete statewide distributions
that are subject to eradication, containment, or suppression in portions of the state designated by
the commissioner in order to stop the continued spread of these species;

(IIT) "List C", which means widespread and well-established noxious weed species for
which control is recommended but not required by the state, although local governing bodies may
require management.

(b) A local governing body may adopt eradication, containment, or suppression standards
that are more stringent than the standards adopted by the commissioner.

(2.1) The commissioner shall review and revise, as necessary, the state noxious weed list
at least once every three years.

(2.3) The commissioner shall develop and implement by rule state noxious weed
management plans for noxious weed species classified as list A or list B species. For each
noxious weed species, each management plan shall designate the management objectives for all
lands of the state appropriate to achieve the stated purpose of the species classification.

(2.5) The commissioner shall prescribe integrated management techniques to achieve
specified management objectives for each listed species after consulting with the state noxious
weed advisory committee. The prescribed management techniques shall be mandatory techniques
for list A species and populations of list B species designated for eradication. The commissioner
shall develop management techniques pursuant to science-based methodologies, peer reviewed
studies, or any other method that is based on credible research.

(2.6) The classifications made pursuant to paragraph (a) of subsection (2) of this section
shall primarily reflect the known distribution of the designated species, the feasibility of current
control technologies to achieve specified management objectives, and the costs of carrying out
the prescribed state weed management plan.

(2.7)(a) The commissioner shall also adopt rules for granting compliance waivers to local
governing bodies and landowners; except that a waiver may not be granted to the affected
landowner when a landowner has wilfully or wantonly violated the provisions of this section or
section 35-5.5-104.5 or 35-5.5-108.5 or attempts to delay eradication of a species without just
cause.

(b) Such rules shall include:

(I) A process by which a local governing body or an affected landowner may petition the
commissioner to change the management objectives specified in a state noxious weed
management plan;



(II) The criteria used to evaluate such petitions; and

(IIT) Time frames in which the commissioner shall grant or deny such petitions.

(c) Actions sufficient to implement the management objective for a noxious weed
species shall continue until the commissioner grants a waiver pursuant to this subsection (2.7).

(3) The board of county commissioners or governing body of a municipality may declare
additional noxious weeds, within its jurisdictional boundaries, after a public hearing with thirty
days prior notice to the public. Any declaration of additional noxious weeds pursuant to this
subsection (3) shall include the management objectives for all affected landowners.
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35-5.5-108.5. Responsibilities related to eradication of designated noxious weeds -
commissioner - local governing bodies - affected landowners. (1) This section shall apply to
noxious weeds that have been classified as list A species and to populations of list B species
designated for eradication pursuant to section 35-5.5-108 (2)(a). This section shall govern the
responsibilities of the commissioner, local governing bodies, and affected landowners.

(2) Duties of commissioner. (a) The commissioner may enforce the provisions of this
section as necessary to ensure the cooperation of local governing bodies and affected landowners.

(b) The commissioner shall provide:

(I) Educational resources to local governing bodies and affected landowners regarding
the eradication of list A species and populations of list B species designated for eradication. Such
education shall include an explanation of why the species has been listed for eradication, the
prescribed techniques for eradication in the most cost-effective manner, and the duties of the
local governing body and affected landowner regarding such eradication.

(II) Financial or in-kind resources to local governing bodies or affected landowners to
eradicate list A species and populations of list B species designated for eradication from the
available moneys in the noxious weed management fund created in section 35-5.5-116. Such
financial or in-kind resource allocation shall be determined by the commissioner according to the
identified benefits to the citizens of Colorado, the surrounding community, and the affected
landowners.

(IIT) The inventory and mapping infrastructure necessary to facilitate the classification of
state noxious weeds and the development and implementation of state noxious weed
management plans.

(3) Duties of local governing bodies. (a) In compliance with the rules promulgated by
the commissioner, a local governing body shall initiate and maintain communications with
landowners who are affected by list A species and populations of list B species designated for
eradication by the commissioner.

(b) In addition to the existing powers and duties of a local governing body provided in
this article a local governing body shall:

(I) Provide affected land owners with technical assistance for the eradication of list A
species and populations of list B species designated for eradication by the commissioner;

(II) Carry out sufficient measures, including project oversight and enforcement, as may
be necessary to ensure the eradication of list A species and populations of list B species
designated for eradication by the commissioner;

(IIT) Provide the commissioner with assistance in disseminating financial resources to
affected landowners and mapping data pursuant to rules promulgated by the commissioner; and

(IV) Determine the cost of eradication to be borne by affected landowners.



(c) Local governing bodies may apply to the commissioner for a waiver of compliance
with an eradication designation pursuant to section 35-5.5-108 (2.7).

(d) If the commissioner determines, in consultation with the local governing body, that
the most cost-effective manner to eradicate designated noxious weeds is for the commissioner to
implement an eradication program, the commissioner may implement the eradication program
directly.

(4) Duties of affected landowners or occupants. Except as provided pursuant to
section 35-5.5-104.5 (1)(a), an affected landowner or occupant whose property may be affected
by list A species or by populations of list B species designated for eradication shall allow the
commissioner or local weed control officials access to such property for the purpose of
immediate inspection and eradication when at least one of the following events has occurred:

(a) The affected landowner or occupant has requested the inspection;

(b) A neighboring landowner or occupant has reported a suspected noxious weed
infestation and requested an inspection; or

(¢) An authorized agent of the local government or commissioner has made a visual
observation from a public right-of-way or area and has reason to believe that a noxious weed
infestation exists.

(5)(a) If verbal permission to inspect the land by the affected landowner is not obtained,
no entry upon any premises, lands, or places shall be permitted until the local governing body has
notified the affected landowner that such inspection is pending by certified mail if the
landowner's mailing address is within the United States or mailed in a comparable manner to a
landowner whose mailing address is outside of the United States. Where possible, inspections
shall be scheduled and conducted with the concurrence of the affected landowner or occupant. A
local governing body may notify an affected landowner in an electronic format, in addition to
notice by certified mail.

(b)) If, after ten days with no response from the affected landowner or upon denial of
access before the expiration of ten days, the inspector may seek an inspection warrant issued by a
municipal, county, or district court having jurisdiction over the land. The court shall issue an
inspection warrant upon presentation by the local governing body of an affidavit stating:

(A) The information that gives the inspector reasonable cause to believe that any
provision of this section, section 35-5.5-104.5, or section 35-5.5-108, is being or has been
violated,;

(B) The affected landowner has failed to respond or the landowner or occupant has
denied access to the inspector; and

(C) A general description of the location of the affected land.

(II) No affected landowner or occupant shall deny access to an authorized agent of the
local governing body or the commissioner in possession of an inspection warrant.

(6) An affected landowner shall notify a lessee or occupant of affected lands of all
notices of inspection and eradication efforts on such lands as soon as practicable.

(7) The local governing body of the county or municipality having jurisdiction over
private and public lands on which list A species or populations of list B species designated for
eradication are found shall notify the affected landowner or occupant of such lands by certified
mail if the landowner's mailing address is within the United States or mailed in a comparable
manner to a landowner whose mailing address is outside of the United States. The notice shall
name the noxious weeds, identify eradication as the required management objective, advise the



affected landowner or occupant to commence eradication efforts within a specified period or
condition, and state the integrated weed management techniques prescribed by the commissioner
for eradication. Where possible, the local governing body shall consult with the affected
landowner or occupant in the development of a plan for the eradication of noxious weeds on the
premises or land.

(8) Within five days after the local governing body mails notification, the landowner
shall comply with the terms of the notification or submit an acceptable plan and schedule for the
completion of the management objective.

(9)(a) In the event the affected landowner or occupant fails to comply with the notice to
eradicate the identified noxious weeds and implement an appropriate eradication program, the
local governing body having authority over the public or private land shall:

(I) Provide for and complete the eradication of such noxious weeds at such time, upon
such notice, and in such manner consistent with achieving the management objective as the local
governing body deems appropriate; and

(II) Do one of the following:

(A) Assess the whole cost of the eradication, including up to one hundred percent of
inspection, eradication, and other incidental costs in connection with eradication, upon the lot or
tract of land where the noxious weeds are located; except that no local governing body shall levy
a tax lien against land it administers as a part of a public right-of-way. Such assessment shall be a
lien against each lot or tract of land until paid and shall have priority over all other liens except
general taxes and prior special assessments. Such assessment may be certified to the county
treasurer of the county in which the property is located and collected and paid over in the same
manner as provided for the collection of taxes. Any funds collected pursuant to this section shall
be utilized in furtherance of the local governing body's weed management efforts.

(B) In the event the state board, department, or agency fails to comply with the notice to
eradicate the identified noxious weeds, the local governing body in whose jurisdiction the
infestation is located may enter upon such lands and undertake the management of such noxious
weeds or cause the same to be done. The expenses associated with inspection and eradication
shall be paid by the state board, department, or agency that has jurisdiction over the lands. An
agreement for reimbursement shall be reached within two weeks after the date such statement of
expense for eradication is submitted by the local governing body. Such reimbursement agreement
shall be in writing. If no reimbursement agreement has been reached or the amount reflected in
the agreement is not paid upon presentation, the amount in the agreement shall be submitted to
the state controller, who shall treat such amount as an encumbrance on the budget of the state
board, department, or agency involved or such charge may be recovered in any court with
jurisdiction over such lands. The expense associated with eradication may be recovered in any
court with jurisdiction over such infested land.

(b) No local governing body shall provide for or compel the eradication of list A species
and populations of list B species designated for eradication or list B noxious weeds on private or
public property pursuant to this subsection (9) without first applying the same measures to any
land or rights-of-way owned or administered by the local governing body that are adjacent to the

property.
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(10) The local governing body, through its delegates, agents, or employees, shall have the
right to enter upon any premises, lands, or places during reasonable business hours for the
purpose of ensuring compliance with the requirements of this section concerning noxious weed
eradication.

(11) No agent, employee, or delegate of a local governing body shall have a cause of
action against an affected landowner or occupant for personal injury or property damages while
on private or public land for purposes of eradication of noxious weeds except when such
damages were the result of gross negligence, recklessness, or intentional action by the landowner.

(12) If, in the opinion of the commissioner, any local governing body fails to adequately
perform any of the duties set forth in this section, the commissioner is authorized to conduct any
of the functions or duties of a local governing body pursuant to this section.

(13) The commissioner or the local governing body may require the affected landowner
to pay a portion of the costs associated with eradication of the noxious weeds.

(14) An affected landowner may apply to the commissioner for a waiver of compliance
with an eradication designation pursuant to section 35-5.5-108 (2.7).

(15) For the purposes of this section, an "occupant" shall not include the owner of an
easement or right-of-way.

Back totop

35-5.5-108.7. State noxious weed advisory committee - repeal. (1)(a) There is hereby created
the state noxious weed advisory committee, referred to in this section as the "state advisory
committee". The state advisory committee shall consist of fifteen members. Such members shall
be appointed by the commissioner and shall serve without per diem compensation or expenses.
Of the fifteen members, at least one member shall represent private and public landowners or
land managers; at least two members shall represent weed management professionals from the
federal, state, or local levels; at least one member shall represent public or private weed
scientists; at least two members shall represent local governing bodies; four members shall be
agricultural producers, as defined in section 35-1-102; and at least three members shall represent
knowledgeable resource specialists or industries, including, but not limited to, environmental
organizations. Representation on the state advisory committee shall reflect the different
geographic areas of the state equally, to the greatest extent possible. Members of the state
advisory committee that represent the various stakeholders and regions shall solicit input from
similar stakeholders within each member's area of expertise and region of the state. Members of
the state advisory committee shall communicate the committee's recommendations to the region
and stakeholders represented by each member.

(b) Staggered appointments shall be made so that not more than eight members' terms
expire in any one year, and thereafter appointments shall be for terms of two years each.
Appointees shall be limited to two full terms each. Each state advisory committee member shall
hold office until the expiration of the term for which such member is appointed or until a
successor has been duly appointed.

(c) In the event of a vacancy on the state advisory committee, the commissioner shall fill
such vacancy promptly to allow a quorum of the state advisory committee to function.

(d) The commissioner may remove any member of the state advisory committee for
misconduct, incompetence, or neglect of duty.

(e) A quorum of the state advisory committee shall elect or appoint annually a chairman
and a vice-chairman.
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() A quorum of the state advisory committee shall be a majority of the members
appointed to the state advisory committee.

(g) The state advisory committee shall meet at least quarterly.

(2) The state advisory committee shall make recommendations to the commissioner
concerning the:

(a) Designation of state noxious weeds;

(b) Classification of state noxious weeds;

(c) Development and implementation of state weed management plans; and

(d) Prescribed techniques for eradication, containment, and suppression of state noxious
weeds.

(3) Recommendations of the state advisory committee shall be made by a majority vote
of the members of the state advisory committee.

(4) The state advisory committee shall periodically assess the progress made to
implement the provisions of sections 35-5.5-104.5, 35-5.5-108.5, 35-5.5-108.7, and 35-5.5-108
(2)(a); measure the results and effectiveness of endeavors to eradicate, contain, and suppress
noxious weeds within this state; and recommend to the commissioner ways to enhance statewide
efforts to stop the spread of noxious weeds.

(5) This section is repealed, effective July 1, 2013.

Back totop
35-5.5-109. Private lands - management of noxious weeds - charges. (1) The local
governing body, through its delegates, agents, and employees, shall have the right to enter upon
any premises, lands, or places, whether public or private, during reasonable business hours for
the purpose of inspecting for the existence of noxious weed infestations, when at least one of the
following circumstances has occurred:

(a) The landowner or occupant has requested an inspection;

(b) A neighboring landowner or occupant has reported a suspected noxious weed
infestation and requested an inspection; or

(c) An authorized agent of the local government has made a visual observation from a
public right-of-way or area and has reason to believe that a noxious weed infestation exists.

(2)(a) No entry upon any premises, lands, or places shall be permitted until the
landowner or occupant has been notified by certified mail that such inspection is pending. Where
possible, inspections shall be scheduled and conducted with the concurrence of the landowner or
occupant.

(b) If after receiving notice that an inspection is pending the landowner or occupant
denies access to the inspector of the local governing body, the inspector may seek an inspection
warrant issued by a municipal, county, or district court having jurisdiction over the land. The
court shall issue an inspection warrant upon presentation by the local governing body, through its
agent or employee, of an affidavit stating: The information which gives the inspector reasonable
cause to believe that any provision of this article is being or has been violated; that the occupant
or landowner has denied access to the inspector; and a general description of the location of the
affected land. No landowner or occupant shall deny access to such land when presented with an
inspection warrant.

(3) The local governing body of the county or municipality having jurisdiction over
private lands upon which noxious weeds are found shall have the authority, acting directly or
indirectly through its agent or staff, to notify the landowner or occupant of such lands, advising
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the landowner or occupant of the presence of noxious weeds. Said notice shall name the noxious
weeds, advise the landowner or occupant to manage the noxious weeds, and specify the best
available control methods of integrated management. Where possible, the local governing body
shall consult with the affected landowner or occupant in the development of a plan for the
management of noxious weeds on the premises or lands.

(4)(a) Within a reasonable time after receipt of notification, which at no time shall
exceed ten days, the landowner or occupant shall either:

(I) Comply with the terms of the notification;

(I Acknowledge the terms of the notification and submit an acceptable plan and
schedule for the completion of the plan for compliance; or

(IIT) Request an arbitration panel to determine the final management plan.

(b) The arbitration panel selected by the local governing body shall be comprised of a
weed management specialist or weed scientist, a landowner of similar land in the same county,
and a third panel member chosen by agreement of the first two panel members. The landowner or
occupant shall be entitled to challenge any one member of the panel, and the local governing
body shall name a new panel member from the same category. The decision of the arbitration
panel shall be final.

(5)(a) In the event the landowner or occupant fails to comply with the notice to manage
the identified noxious weeds or implement the plan developed by the arbitration panel, the local
governing body has the authority to:

(I) Provide for and compel the management of such noxious weeds at such time, upon
such notice, and in such manner as the local governing body shall prescribe by ordinance or
resolution; and

(I) Assess the whole cost thereof, including up to twenty percent for inspection and
other incidental costs in connection therewith, upon the lot or tract of land where the noxious
weeds are located; except that no local governing body shall levy a tax lien against land it
administers as part of a public right-of-way. Such assessment shall be a lien against each lot or
tract of land until paid and shall have priority over all other liens except general taxes and prior
special assessments. Such assessment may be certified to the county treasurer of the county in
which the property is located and collected and paid over in the same manner as provided for the
collection of taxes. Any funds collected pursuant to this section shall be deposited in the local
governing body's weed fund or any similar fund.

(b) No local governing body shall provide for or compel the management of noxious
weeds on private property pursuant to this subsection (5) without first applying the same or
greater management measures to any land or rights-of-way owned or administered by the local
governing body that are adjacent to the private property.

(c) No local governing body shall assess the cost of providing for or compelling the
management of noxious weeds on private property until the level of management called for in the
notice or the management plan developed by the arbitration panel has been successfully
achieved.

(6) The local governing body, through its delegates, agents, and employees, shall have
the right to enter upon any premises, lands, or places, whether public or private, during
reasonable business hours for the purpose of ensuring compliance with the requirements of this
article concerning noxious weed management and any other local requirements.
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(7) No agent, employee, or delegate of a local governing body shall have a civil cause of
action against a landowner or occupant for personal injury or property damage incurred while on
public or private land for purposes consistent with this article except when such damages were
willfully or deliberately caused by the landowner.

Back totop

35-5.5-110. Public lands - control of undesirable plants - charges. (1) It is the duty of each
state board, department, or agency that administers or supervises state lands to manage noxious
weeds on any lands under its jurisdiction using the methods prescribed by the local governing
body in whose jurisdiction such state lands are located. The local governing body may give
notice to any such state board, department, or agency advising of the presence of noxious weeds
and naming them. Such notice shall specify the best available methods of integrated management
that are not in conflict with federal law or contractual restrictions included in federal land
conveyances to the state. Wherever possible, the local governing body shall consult with the
affected state board, department, or agency in the development of a plan for the management of
noxious weeds on the premises or lands.

(2)(a) Within a reasonable time after receipt of notification, which at no time shall
exceed ten days, the state board, department, or agency shall do one of the following:

(I) Comply with the terms of the notification;

(Il) Acknowledge the terms of the notification and submit an acceptable plan and
schedule for the completion of the plan for compliance;

(IIT) Request an arbitration panel to determine the final management plan.

(b) The arbitration panel selected by the local governing body shall be comprised of a
weed management specialist or weed scientist, a landowner of similar land in the same county,
and a third panel member chosen by agreement of the first two panel members. The state board,
department, or agency shall be entitled to challenge any one member of the panel, and the local
governing body shall name a new panel member from the same category. The decision of the
arbitration panel shall be final.

(3) In the event the state board, department, or agency fails to comply with the notice to
manage the identified noxious weeds or implement the plan developed by the arbitration panel,
the local governing body in whose jurisdiction the infestation is located may enter upon such
lands and undertake the management of such noxious weeds or cause the same to be done, the
expense thereof to be a proper charge against said state board, department, or agency which has
jurisdiction over the lands. An agreement for payment shall be reached within two weeks after
the date such an expense is submitted, with respect to the amount of reimbursement to be paid.
Such agreement shall be in writing. If no agreement has been reached and if the charge is not
immediately paid, such charge shall be submitted to the controller, who shall treat such amount
as an encumbrance on the budget of the state board, department, or agency involved, or such
charge may be recovered in any court with jurisdiction over such lands. Any state board,
department, or agency may enter into a contract with the local governing body to authorize the
management of noxious weeds on state-administered land on terms and conditions satisfactory to
both parties.

(4) In addition to the requirements of subsection (3) of this section, the division shall
enter into agreements with local governing bodies for the control of weeds on any property the
division owns in fee title or has effective surface control over pursuant to a long-term lease or
easement agreement. For purposes of this subsection (4) and subsection (5) of this section,
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"long-term lease or easement agreement" means any lease or easement agreement that exceeds
ten years. Agreements between the division and local governing bodies for weed control shall
describe the terms and conditions of weed control, provide an annual estimated budget for such
weed control, and identify specific weed control responsibilities for the division and the property
owner, if different than the division. Weed control agreements required pursuant to this
subsection (4) shall be executed on or before July 1, 1997.

(5) Any weed control expense incurred by a local governing body pursuant to subsection
(3) of this section on any lands held by the division in fee title or by long-term lease or easement
agreement, as described in subsection (4) of this section, and for which a weed control agreement
as described in subsection (4) of this section has been signed, and which costs are in accordance
with that long-term agreement, shall be deemed correct and final and shall be paid by the division
pursuant to section 33-1-110 (6.5), C.R.S.

35-5.5-111. Cooperation with federal and state agencies. The local governing bodies of all
counties and municipalities in this state are hereby authorized to enter into cooperative
agreements with federal and state agencies for the integrated management of noxious weeds
within their respective territorial jurisdictions.

35-5.5-112. Public rights-of-way - management of noxious weeds - charges. It shall be the
duty of each local governing body and each state board, department, or agency to confirm that all
public roads, public highways, public rights-of-way, and any easements appurtenant thereto,
under the jurisdiction of each such entity, are in compliance with this article, and any violations
of this article shall be the financial responsibility of the appropriate local governing body or state
board, department, or agency.
Back totop

35-5.5-113. Public nuisance - abatement. All noxious weeds, at any and all stages, their
carriers, and any and all premises, plants, and things infested or exposed to infestation therewith
may be declared to be a public nuisance by the local governing body having jurisdiction over the
lands upon which said noxious weeds are situated. Once declared, such nuisances are subject to
all laws and remedies relating to the prevention and abatement of nuisances. The local governing
body, in a summary manner or otherwise, may take such action, including removal and
destruction, with reference to such nuisance as in its discretion appears necessary. The remedies
of this section shall be in addition to all other remedies provided by law.

35-5.5-114.1. Survey of compliance on federal land. On or before January 1, 1998, the state

weed coordinator shall survey those counties that include significant amounts of federal land to

determine the level of cooperation and compliance by the federal government with this article.
Back totop

35-5.5-115. Rules. The commissioner shall promulgate rules as necessary to carry out the

purposes of this article, which rules shall include a designation of state noxious weeds.

35-5.5-116. Noxious weed management fund - creation - allocation of funds. (1) There is
hereby created in the office of the state treasurer the noxious weed management fund. The fund
shall consist of any civil penalties collected pursuant to section 35-5.5-118; any gifts, donations,
and grants received pursuant to section 35-1-104 (1)(cc); and any moneys approved by the
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general assembly for the purpose of funding noxious weed management projects. All interest
derived from the deposit and investment of moneys in the fund shall be credited to the fund. The
general assembly shall annually appropriate moneys in the fund to the department of agriculture
for the purposes specified in subsection (2) of this section.

(2) The interest earned on moneys in the noxious weed management fund and
appropriated to the department of agriculture shall be expended for costs incurred by the
department of agriculture in administering this article, and any moneys appropriated that exceed
the amount needed for such costs may be expended for noxious weed management projects in
accordance with this section.

(3) The department may expend moneys through grants or contracts to communities,
weed control districts, or other entities it considers appropriate for noxious weed management
projects.

(4) The department may expend moneys for the following purposes:

(a) Noxious weed management programs with local weed control districts, if expenses
are shared with such districts;

(b) With the approval of the agricultural commission, the department may make special
grants to local weed control districts to eradicate or contain state noxious weeds, which grants
may be issued without matching funds from the district;

(c) Administrative expenses incurred by the department;

(d) Any project the agricultural commission determines will significantly contribute to
the management of noxious weeds within the state;

(e) With the approval of the agricultural commission, grants to the Colorado state
university cooperative extension service, the Colorado state university experiment station, and
universities for weed management research, evaluation, and education;

(f) Employment of a new and innovative noxious weed management project or the
development, implementation, or demonstration of any noxious weed management project that
may be proposed, implemented, or established by local, state, or national organizations, whether
public or private. Such expenditures shall be shared with such organizations.

(5) If a new and potentially harmful noxious weed is discovered growing in the state and
its presence is verified by the department, the governor may declare a noxious weed emergency.
In the absence of necessary funding from other sources, the department is authorized to allocate
up to fifty thousand dollars of the principal in the noxious weed management fund to government
agencies for emergency relief to manage or confine the new noxious weed species.

Back totop
35-5.5-117. The state weed coordinator. (1) There shall be designated within the division of
plant industry in the department of agriculture a state weed coordinator, who shall be under
contract with or appointed by the commissioner.

(2) The state weed coordinator shall:

(a) Develop a recommended management plan for the integrated management of
designated noxious weeds within state-owned lands;

(b) Facilitate cooperation between federal, state, and local land managers in the
formation of a memorandum of understanding;

(c) Provide guidance and coordination for local governmental weed managers.
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Back totop
35-5.5-118. Civil penalties. (1)(a) Any person who violates this article or any rule adopted
pursuant to this article is subject to a civil penalty, as determined by the commissioner. The
penalty shall not exceed one thousand dollars per violation; except that such penalty may be
doubled if it is determined that the person has violated the provision or rule more than once. No
civil penalty shall be imposed unless and until the person charged is given notice and opportunity
for a hearing pursuant to article 4 of title 24, C.R.S.

(b) In addition to any civil penalties assessed pursuant to paragraph (a) of this subsection
(1), any person who violates the provisions of section 35-5.5-104.5, 35-5.5-108, or 35-5.5-108.5,
or any rule adopted to implement these sections, shall, upon an order of the commissioner, pay
the cost of inspection and eradication of list A or list B noxious weed species, including, but not
limited to, any immediate remediation costs, the estimated cost of future eradication, any
administrative costs, and any court cost and attorney fees incurred by the commissioner in
enforcing section 35-5.5-104.5, 35-5.5-108, or 35-5.5-108.5, or any rule adopted to implement
these sections. The commissioner may not enforce such order unless and until the person charged
is given notice and opportunity for a hearing pursuant to article 4 of title 24, C.R.S. All moneys
due and owing pursuant to this paragraph (b) shall be payable to the department for the payment
and reimbursement of enforcement and costs associated with such enforcement and are hereby
continuously appropriated to the department for such purpose.

(2) If the commissioner is unable to collect a civil penalty, payment of costs imposed
pursuant to subsection (1) of this section, or if the person fails to pay all or a specified portion of
such penalty or payment, the department may bring suit in any court of competent jurisdiction to
recover such amount plus costs and attorney fees.

(3) Before imposing any civil penalty or payment of costs, the commissioner may
consider the effect of such penalty or payment of costs on the ability of the person charged to stay
in business.

(4) All civil penalties and payment of costs collected pursuant to this section shall be
deposited in the noxious weed management fund created in section 35-5.5-116.

Back totop
35-5.5-119. County funding. The board of county commissioners is authorized to levy a
special tax, subject to the approval of the voters, upon every dollar of valuation of assessment of
taxable property within the county for the purpose of creating a county fund to control noxious
weeds; except that the amount raised from such levy in any one year shall not exceed the amount
raised by five mills.

Effective August 6, 2003
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Conservation Services Division

RULES PERTAINING TO THE ADMINISTRATION AND ENFORCEMENT OF THE COLORADO
NOXIOUS WEED ACT

8 CCR 1206-2
[Editor’s Notes follow the text of the rules at the end of this CCR Document.]

Part 1
1.1.

1.2.

1.3.

1.4.

1.5.

1.6.

1.7.

1.8

Part 2
2.1.

2.2.

2.3.

Definitions
“Act” means the Colorado Noxious Weed Act, §§ 35-5.5-101 through 119, C.R.S. (2003).

“Compliance waiver” means a written exemption granted to a local governing body or landowner
by the Commissioner that releases the local governing body and/or landowner from certain
management obligations for a specific population of a List A or List B species.

“Elimination” means the removal or destruction of all emerged, growing plants of a population of
List A or List B species designated for eradication by the Commissioner. It is the first step in
achieving eradication and is succeeded by efforts to detect and destroy newly emerged plants
arising from seed, reproductive propagule, or remaining root stock for the duration of the seed
longevity for the particular species.

“Infested acreage” means an area of land containing a noxious weed species, defined by the
actual perimeter of the infestation as delineated by the canopy cover of the plants and excluding
areas not infested.

“Population” means a group of designated noxious weeds of the same species occupying a
particular geographic region and capable of interbreeding.

“Ordinary high water mark” means that line on the shore of any river or perennial or intermittent
stream established by the fluctuations of water and indicated by physical characteristics such as
clear, natural line impressed on the bank, shelving, changes in the character of soil, destruction of
terrestrial vegetation, the presence of litter and debris, or other appropriate means that consider
the characteristics of the surrounding areas.

“Public open space” means publicly-owned land that is managed for its natural or agricultural
value.

All definitions in Section 35-5.5-103, CRS apply to these Rules.

General Provisions

At any time, affected persons may suggest and the Commissioner may approve additional
prescribed integrated management techniques not specified in these Rules for the eradication,
elimination, containment, or suppression of designated state noxious weeds. Such approval may
be site-specific or broadly applicable. The Commissioner will publish a list on the Colorado
Department of Agriculture website (http://www.ag.state.co.us/csd/weeds/WW eedhome.html) of the
herbicides, cultural techniques, and mechanical techniques approved for use under the specific
state noxious weed management plans for List A and List B species.

As a condition for granting a compliance waiver releasing a local governing body and/or
landowner from certain management obligations, the Commissioner may require the local
governing body and/or landowner to implement other specified management actions with respect
to a specific population.

No recommendations or requirements in these Rules concerning the use of herbicides are
intended to contradict or supersede any other federal, state or local law regulating herbicide use.
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Part 3
3.1.

All use of herbicides to achieve any management objectives specified in these Rules must
comply with all applicable federal, state and local legal requirements, including but not limited to

compliance with all directions for use, cautionary statements and any other requirements in the
labeling of the particular herbicide product.

List A Noxious Weed Species
List A of the Colorado noxious weed list comprises the following noxious weed species:

African rue (Peganum harmala) [Rule 3.6.1.]

Camelthorn (Alhagi maurorum) [Rule 3.6.2.]

Common crupina (Crupina vulgaris) [Rule 3.6.3.]

Cypress spurge (Euphorbia cyparissias) [Rule 3.6.4.]
Dyer's woad (Isatis tinctoria) [Rule 3.6.5.]

Elongated mustard (Brassica elongata) [Rule 3.6.18.]
Flowering rush (Butomus umbellatus) [Rule 3.6.24]

Giant reed (Arundo donax) [Rule 3.6.19.]

Giant salvinia (Salvinia molesta) [Rule 3.6.6.]

Hairy willow-herb (Epilobium hirsutum) [Rule 3.6.23]
Hydrilla (Hydrilla verticillata) [Rule 3.6.7.]

Japanese knotweed (Polygonum cuspidatum) [Rule 3.6.20.]
Giant knotweed (Polygonum sachalinense) [Rule 3.6.21.]
Bohemian knotweed (Polygonum x bohemicum) [Rule 3.6.22.]
Meadow knapweed (Centaurea nigrescens) [Rule 3.6.8.]
Mediterranean sage (Salvia aethiopis) [Rule 3.6.9.]
Medusahead (Taeniatherum caput-medusae) [Rule 3.6.10.]
Myrtle spurge (Euphorbia myrsinites) [Rule 3.6.11.]

Orange hawkweed (Hieracium aurantiacum) [Rule 3.6.12.]
Parrotfeather (Myriophyllum aquaticum) [Rule 3.6.25]
Purple loosestrife (Lythrum salicaria) [Rule 3.6.13.]

Rush skeletonweed (Chondrilla juncea) [Rule 3.6.14.]
Squarrose knapweed (Centaurea virgata) [Rule 3.6.15.]
Tansy ragwort (Senecio jacobaea) [Rule 3.6.16.]

Yellow starthistle (Centaurea solstitialis) [Rule 3.6.17.]
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3.2. All populations of List A species in Colorado are designated by the Commissioner for eradication.

3.3. It is a violation of these rules to allow any plant of any population of any List A species to produce
seed or develop other reproductive propagules.

3.4. Prescribed management techniques must be applied to every population of List A noxious weeds
present in Colorado to achieve the following objectives:

A. The plants of every population of List A species must be eliminated prior to seed
development.

B. Once all mature plants are eliminated, appropriate efforts must be made to detect and
eliminate new plants arising from seed, reproductive propagule, or root stock for the
duration of the seed longevity for the particular species.

C. In order to ensure that seeds or other reproductive propagules are not produced or
spread, any plant with flowers, seeds, or other reproductive propagules must be placed in
sealed plastic bags and disposed of by:

1. high intensity burning in a controlled environment that completely destroys seed
viability;
2. removal of plant materials to a solid waste landfill which covers refuse daily with

six inches of soil or alternative material; or
3. any other method approved by the Commissioner.

3.5. Within one year of detection, any local governing body with a population of any List A species
must provide to the State Weed Coordinator mapping data pertinent to each population including:

A. Species nhame
B. Population location(s) including distribution and abundance
C. Estimated infested acreage

3.6. State Noxious W eed Management Plans for List A Noxious W eed Species
3.6.4. Cypress spurge (Euphorbia cyparissias). In addition to the requirements set forth in this

Part 3 for the management of all List A species, the following conditions also apply for

cypress spurge:

A. The prescribed integrated management techniques are limited to the use of
herbicides approved by the Commissioner and hand-pulling, digging, or other
mechanical techniques approved by the Commissioner.

B. Prescribed integrated management techniques do not include the use of any
biocontrol agents, herbicides, cultural techniques or mechanical techniques other
than those approved by the Commissioner.

C. Seed longevity is estimated to be eight years.

Part 4 List B Noxious Weed Species

41. List B of the Colorado noxious weed list comprises the following noxious weed species:

Absinth wormwood (Artemisia absinthium) [Rule 4.7.1.; Figures 1.01-1.03]
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Black henbane (Hyoscyamus niger) [Rule 4.7.6.; Figures 5.01-5.02]

Bouncingbet (Saponaria officinalis) [Rule 4.7.29.; Figures 26.01-26.03]

Bull thistle (Cirsium vulgare) [Rule 4.7.19.; Figures 16.01-16.05]

Canada thistle (Cirsium arvense) [Rule 4.7.34.; Figures 30.01-30.06]

Chinese clematis (Clematis orientalis) [Rule 4.7.2.]

Common tansy (Tanacetum vulgare) [Rule 4.7.30.; Figures 27.01-27.03]

Common teasel (Dipsacus fullonum) [Rule 4.7.24.; Figures 21.01-21.10]

Corn chamomile (Anthemis arvensis) [Rule 4.7.22.; Figures 19.01-19.05]

Cutleaf teasel (Dipsacus laciniatus) [Rule 4.7.25.; Figures 22.01-22.03]

Dalmatian toadflax, broad-leaved (Linaria dalmatica) [Rule 4.7.12.; Figures 11.01-11.10]
Dalmatian toadflax, narrow-leaved (Linaria genistifolia) [Rule 4.7.12.; Figures 11.01-11.10]
Dame's rocket (Hesperis matronalis) [Rule 4.7.26.; Figures 23.01-23.07]

Diffuse knapweed (Centaurea diffusa) [Rule 4.7.7.; Figures 6.01-6.11]

Eurasian watermilfoil (Myriophyllum spicatum) [Rule 4.7.20.; Figures 17.07-17.02]

Hoary cress (Cardaria draba) [Rule 4.7.16.; Figures 13.01-13.21]

Houndstongue (Cynoglossum officinale) [Rule 4.7.10.; Figures 9.01-9.13]

Jointed goatgrass (Aegilops cylindrica) [Rule 4.7.27.; Figures 24.01-24.12]

Leafy spurge (Euphorbia esula) [Rule 4.7.13.; Figures 12.01-12.19]

Mayweed chamomile (Anthemis cotula) [Rule 4.7.22.; Figures 19.01-19.05]

Moth mullein (Verbascum blattaria) [Rule 4.7.28.; Figures 25.01-25.03]

Musk thistle (Carduus nutans) [Rule 4.7.21.; Figures 18.01-18.10]

Oxeye daisy (Leucanthemum wvulgare) [Rule 4.7.8.; Figures 7.01-7.16]

Perennial pepperweed (Lepidium latifolium) [Rule 4.7.11.; Figures 10.01-10.14]
Plumeless thistle (Carduus acanthoides) [Rule 4.7.3.; Figures 2.01-2.02]

Russian knapweed (Acroptilon repens) [Rule 4.7.17.; Figures 14.01-14.11]

Russian-olive (Elaeagnus angustifolia) [Rule 4.7.35.; Figures 31.01-31.16]

Salt cedar (Tamarix chinensis, T. parviflora, and T. ramosissima) [Rule 4.7.5.; Figures 4.01- 4.13]
Scentless chamomile (Tripleurospermum perforatum) [Rule 4.7.22.; Figures 19.01-19.05]
Scotch thistle (Onopordum acanthium) [Rule 4.7.23.; Figures 20.01-20.14]

Scotch thistle (Onopordum tauricum) [Rule 4.7.23.; Figures 20.01-20.14]
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4.2.

4.3.

4.4.

4.5.

Spotted knapweed (Centaurea stoebe) [Rule 4.7 .4.; Figures 3.01-3.04]

Spotted x diffuse knapweed hybrid (Centaurea x psammogena = C. stoebe x C. diffusa) [Rule
4.7.4.; Figures 3.01-3.04]

Sulfur cinquefoil (Potentilla recta) [Rule 4.7.18.; Figures 15.01-15.04]

Wild caraway (Carum carvi) [Rule 4.7.31.; Figures 28.01-28.02]

Yellow nutsedge (Cyperus esculentus) [Rule 4.7.32.; Figures 29.01-29.05]
Yellow toadflax (Linaria vulgaris) [Rule 4.7.9.; Figures 8.01-8.14]

Yellow x Dalmatian toadflax hybrid (Linaria vulgaris x L. dalmatica) [Rule 4.7.12.; Figures 11.01-
11.10]

List B noxious weed species are species for which the Commissioner, in consultation with the
state noxious weed advisory committee, local governments, and other interested parties,
develops and implements state noxious weed management plans designed to stop the continued
spread of these species. List B species must be managed in accordance with all the provisions of
this Part 4, including any applicable state noxious weed management plans. Until a plan for a
particular species is developed and implemented by rule, all persons are recommended to
manage that species.

Local governing bodies and other interested parties are encouraged to make special note of the
distribution and abundance of bull thistle, musk thistle, Scotch thistle, common teasel, cutleaf
teasel, jointed goatgrass, and Eurasian watermilfoil as the Commissioner will consult with the
state noxious weed advisory committee, local governments, and other interested parties, in order
to update and implement state noxious weed management plans in 2015-2016 designed to stop
the continued spread of these species.

It is a violation of these rules to allow any plant of any population of a List B species designated
for elimination by the Commissioner in a state noxious weed management plan (Rules 4.7.1-
4.7.23) to produce seed or develop other reproductive propagules after the time specified in the
plan for elimination.

Prescribed management techniques must be applied to every population of List B species
designated for elimination by the Commissioner in a state noxious weed management plan
(Rules 4.7.1-4.7.23) to achieve the following objectives:

A. The plants of every population of List B species designated for elimination must be
eliminated prior to seed development in the year specified.

B. Any population that is discovered in areas designated for elimination subsequent to the
year specified for elimination must be eliminated prior to the development of viable seed.
If the population is discovered after seed development has occurred, then efforts must be
made to minimize the dispersion of seed and elimination is required prior to seed
development in the following year.

C. Once all plants are eliminated, appropriate efforts must be made in subsequent years to
detect and eliminate new plants arising from seed, reproductive propagule, or root stock
prior to seed development for the duration of the seed longevity for the particular species.

D. In order to ensure that seeds or other reproductive propagules are not produced or
spread, any plant with flowers, seeds, or other reproductive propagules must be placed in
sealed plastic bags and disposed of by:

1. high intensity burning in a controlled environment that completely destroys seed
viability;
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4.6.

4.7.

2.

3.

removal of plant materials to a solid waste landfill which covers refuse daily with
six inches of soil or alternative material; or

any other method approved by the Commissioner.

Within one year of detection, any local governing body with a population of any List B species for
which the Commissioner has developed and implemented a state noxious weed management
plan must provide to the State Weed Coordinator mapping data pertinent to distribution and
abundance of such species in a form prescribed by the State Weed Coordinator.

State Noxious Weed Management Plans for List B Noxious Weed Species

4.7.4. Spotted knapweed (Centaurea stoebe) and Spotted x diffuse knapweed hybrid
(Centaurea x psammogena; C. stoebe x C. diffusa). In addition to the requirements set
forth in this Part 4 for the management of all List B species, the following conditions also
apply for spotted knapweed and spotted x diffuse knapweed hybrid:

A

Elimination of all populations is required prior to seed development in 2018 and
each year thereafter in all Colorado counties except for Alamosa, Boulder, Clear
Creek, Costilla, Dolores, Eagle, El Paso, Fremont, Garfield, Gilpin, Jefferson,
Larimer, La Plata, Mesa, Moffat, Montezuma, Montrose, Ouray, Park, Rio
Blanco, Rio Grande, and Summit counties.

Except as specified in Part 4.7.4G and Part 4.7.4H, elimination of all
populations in Alamosa, Boulder, Clear Creek, Dolores, Eagle, Fremont,
Garfield, Gilpin, Jefferson, Larimer, Mesa, Moffat, Montezuma, Montrose, Ouray,
Park, Rio Blanco, and Rio Grande counties is required prior to seed development
in 2020 and each year thereafter.

All populations on public land in this state that are within 15 feet from the edge of
any public road and any immediately adjacent area used for parking must be
eliminated prior to seed development on an annual basis.

All populations that are located within the area from the center of any river or
perennial or intermittent stream to 15 feet beyond the ordinary high water mark
on both banks, and are within “-mile of the downstream boundary of the county,
must be treated to meet the higher treatment requirement of the two counties by
2018, and each year thereafter. For the mainstem of the South Platte River
where it forms the boundary between Douglas and Jefferson counties, all
populations need to be eliminated on both banks from the center of the mainstem
river to 15 feet beyond the ordinary high water mark by 2018, and each year
thereafter.

The prescribed integrated management techniques for the elimination of
designated populations are limited to the use of herbicides approved by the
Commissioner and hand-pulling, digging, or other mechanical techniques
approved by the Commissioner.

Prescribed integrated management techniques do not include the use of any
biocontrol agents, herbicides, cultural techniques or mechanical techniques other
than those approved by the Commissioner.

Seed longevity is estimated to be at least eight years. Infested sites must be
monitored for at least nine years after the populations have been eliminated and
treatments must be repeated when necessary to prevent flowering and
development of seed.
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4.7.5.

4.7.6.

Salt cedar (Tamarix chinensis, T. parviflora, and T. ramosissima). In addition to the
requirements set forth in this Part 4 for the management of all List B species, the
following conditions also apply for any salt cedar populations in public open space areas,
and any populations within 300 feet of any intermittent or perennial streams, rivers, water
conveyance ditches, ponds, lakes and reservoirs, whether natural or man-made. These
conditions also apply to any salt cedar populations that are directly contiguous to any salt
cedar populations within this 300-foot treatment area.

A

Elimination of all populations is required prior to seed development in 2019 and
each year thereafter in all Colorado counties except for Adams, Arapahoe,
Archuleta, Broomfield, Delta, Dolores, Eagle, El Paso, Fremont, Huerfano,
Jefferson, La Plata, Larimer, Lincoln, Morgan, Ouray, Rio Blanco, San Miguel,
Sedgwick, Washington, Weld, and Yuma counties, and those counties specified
in Part 4.7.5P.

Except as specified in Part 4.7.5Q and part 4.7.5R, suppression is the
specified State management objective for all populations in Alamosa, Bent,
Crowley, Garfield, Kiowa, Las Animas, Mesa, Moffat, Montezuma, Montrose,
Otero, Prowers, and Pueblo counties.

All populations on public land in this state that are within 15 feet from the edge of
any public road and any immediately adjacent area used for parking must be
eliminated prior to seed development on an annual basis.

All populations that are located within the area from the center of any river or
perennial or intermittent stream to 300 feet beyond the ordinary high water mark
on both banks, and are within “-mile of the downstream boundary of the county,
must be treated to meet the higher treatment requirement of the two counties by
2019, and each year thereafter. For the mainstream of the South Platte River
where it forms the boundary between Douglas and Jefferson counties, all
populations need to be eliminated on both banks from the center of the
mainstream river to 300 feet beyond the ordinary high water mark by 2019, and
each year thereafter.

The prescribed integrated management techniques for the elimination of
designated populations are limited to the use of herbicides approved by the
Commissioner and hand-pulling, digging, sawing, or other mechanical techniques
approved by the Commissioner.

Prescribed integrated management techniques do not include the use of any
biocontrol agents, herbicides, cultural techniques, or mechanical techniques
other than those approved by the Commissioner.

Seed longevity is less than one year. Infested sites must be monitored for at least
one year after the populations have been eliminated and treatments must be
repeated when necessary to prevent stump and root re-sprouting.

Black henbane (Hyoscyamus niger). In addition to the requirements set forth in this Part 4
for the management of all List B species, the following conditions also apply for black
henbane:

A

Elimination of all populations is required prior to seed development in
2018 and each year thereafter in all Colorado counties except for Costilla,
Eagle Grand, Moffat, Rio Blanco, Rio Grande, and Saguache counties.

All populations on public land in this state that are within 15 feet from the edge of
any public road and any immediately adjacent area used for parking must be
eliminated prior to seed development on an annual basis.

All populations that are located within the area from the center of any river or
perennial or intermittent stream to 15 feet beyond the ordinary high water mark
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4.7.11

on both banks, and are within “-mile of the downstream boundary of the county,
must be treated to meet the higher treatment requirement of the two counties by
2018, and each year thereafter. For the mainstem of the Rio Grande where it
forms the boundary between Conejos and Costilla counties, all populations need
to be eliminated on both banks from the center of the mainstem river to 15 feet
beyond the ordinary high water mark by 2018, and each year thereafter.

The prescribed integrated management techniques for the elimination of
designated populations are limited to the use of herbicides approved by the
Commissioner and hand-pulling, digging, or other mechanical techniques
approved by the Commissioner.

Prescribed integrated management techniques do not include the use of any
biocontrol agents, herbicides, cultural techniques or mechanical techniques other
than those approved by the Commissioner.

Seed longevity is estimated to be at least four years. Infested sites must be
monitored for at least four years after the populations have been eliminated and
treatments must be repeated when necessary to prevent flowering and
development of seed.

Perennial pepperweed (Lepidium latifolium). In addition to the requirements set forth in
this Part 4 for the management of all List B species, the following conditions also apply
for perennial pepperweed:

A

Elimination of all populations is required prior to seed development in 2019 and
each year thereafter in all Colorado counties except for Adams, Archuleta, Bent,
Boulder, Chaffee, Conejos, Costilla, Custer, Denver, El Paso, Elbert, Gunnison,
Jefferson, La Plata, Larimer, Mesa, Mineral, Moffat, Montezuma, Montrose,
Morgan, Ouray, Prowers, Rio Blanco, Rio Grande, Saguache, Summit, and Weld
counties, and those counties specified in Part 4.7.11R.

Except as specified in Part 4.7.11S and Part 4.7.11T, elimination of all
populations in Archuleta, Bent, Chaffee, Custer, El Paso, Elbert, Gunnison, La
Plata, Mineral, Montezuma, Montrose, Prowers, Rio Blanco, and Summit
counties is required prior to seed development in 2021 and each year thereafter.

Except as specified in Part 4.7.11S and Part 4.7.11.T, suppression is the
State management objective for all populations in Alamosa, Eagle, Garfield,
and Pueblo counties.

All populations on public land in this state that are within 15 feet from the edge of
any public road and any immediately adjacent area used for parking must be
eliminated prior to seed development on an annual basis.

All populations that are located within the area from the center of any river or
perennial or intermittent stream to 15 feet beyond the ordinary high water mark
on both banks, and are within “4-mile of the downstream boundary of the county,
must be treated to meet the higher treatment requirement of the two counties by
2019, and each year thereafter. For the mainstem of the Rio Grande where it
forms the boundary between Conejos and Costilla counties, and the mainstem of
the South Platte River where it forms the boundary between Douglas and
Jefferson counties, all populations need to be eliminated on both banks from the
center of the mainstem river to 15 feet beyond the ordinary high water mark by
2019, and each year thereafter.

The prescribed integrated management techniques for the elimination of
designated populations are limited to the use of herbicides approved by the
Commissioner.

107



Prescribed integrated management techniques do not include the use of any
biocontrol agents, herbicides, cultural techniques or mechanical techniques other
than those approved by the Commissioner.

Seed longevity is unknown. Infested sites must be monitored for at least ten
years after the populations have been eliminated and treatments must be
repeated when necessary to prevent flowering and development of seed.

4.7.13. Leafy spurge (Euphorbia esula). In addition to the requirements set forth in this Part 4 for
the management of all List B species, the following conditions also apply for leafy spurge:

4.7.16.

A

AA.

AB.

Elimination of all populations is required prior to seed development in 2019 and
each year thereafter in all Colorado counties except for Adams, Arapahoe,
Archuleta, Boulder, Chaffee, Custer Delta, Eagle, El Paso, Fremont, Garfield,
Gilpin, Grand, Huerfano, La Plata, Lincoln, Mesa, Moffat, Montezuma, Montrose,
Morgan, Ouray, Pitkin, Pueblo, Rio Blanco, Routt, San Miguel, Sedgwick,
Summit, Teller, and W eld counties, and those counties specified in Part 4.7.13W.

Except as specified in Part 4.7.13X and in Part 4.7.13Y, suppression is the
specified State management objective for all populations in Alamosa, Denver,
Douglas, Jefferson, and Larimer counties.

All populations on public land in this state that are within 15 feet from the edge of
any public road and any immediately adjacent area used for parking must be
eliminated prior to seed development on an annual basis.

All populations in this state that are within the area from the center of any river or
perennial or intermittent stream to 15 feet beyond the ordinary high water mark
on both banks, and are within “s-mile of the downstream boundary of the county,
must be eliminated prior to seed development in 2019 and each year thereafter.

The prescribed integrated management techniques for the elimination of
designated populations are limited to the use of herbicides approved by the
Commissioner and digging or hand-pulling seedlings, or other mechanical
techniques approved by the Commissioner.

Prescribed integrated management techniques do not include the use of any
biocontrol agents, herbicides, cultural techniques or mechanical techniques other
than those approved by the Commissioner.

Seed longevity is estimated to be at least 8 years. Infested sites must be
monitored for at least 8 years after the populations have been eliminated and
treatments must be repeated when necessary to prevent flowering and
development of seed.

Hoary cress (Cardaria draba). In addition to the requirements set forth in this Part 4 for
the management of all List B species, the following conditions also apply for hoary cress:

A

Elimination of all populations is required prior to seed development in 2019 and
each year thereafter in all Colorado counties except for Adams, Alamosa,
Arapahoe, Archuleta, Bent, Boulder, Broomfield, Chaffee, Conejos, Costilla,
Douglas, El Paso, Fremont, Grand, Gunnison, Jackson, Kit Carson, Larimer, Las
Animas, Logan, Mineral, Montezuma, Montrose, Morgan, Prowers, Rio Blanco,
Rio Grande, Saguache, San Miguel, Sedgwick, and Weld counties, and those
counties specified in Part 4.7.16X.

Elimination of all populations in Alamosa County is required prior to seed
development in 2021 and each year thereafter for all land outside the boundaries
of an area demarcated by the western and southern borders of Alamosa County,
South 112 Road on the east, Latitude 37°34'32.6”N and County Road 0.0
(Stanley Road) on the north. Within these boundaries, all populations that are

located within the area from the center of any river or perennial or interm ittent1—08



4.717.

AA.

AB.

AC.

stream to 15 feet beyond the ordinary high water mark on both banks, and that
are within “s-mile of the downstream boundary of this area, must be treated to
meet the treatment requirement for the area immediately downstream. Except as
specified in Part 4.7.16Y, for all land within the area described above,
suppression is the specified State management objective (see Rule 4.8,
Figure 13.02).

All populations on public land in this state that are within 15 feet from the edge of
any public road and any immediately adjacent area used for parking must be
eliminated prior to seed development on an annual basis.

All populations in this state that are within the area from the center of any river or
perennial or intermittent stream to 15 feet beyond the ordinary high water mark
on both banks, and are within s-mile of the downstream boundary of the county,
must be treated to meet the higher treatment requirement of the two counties by
2019, and each year thereafter. For the mainstem of the Rio Grande where it
forms the boundary between Conejos and Costilla counties, and the mainstem of
the South Platte River where it forms the boundary between Douglas and
Jefferson counties, all populations need to be eliminated on both banks from the
center of the mainstem river to 15 feet beyond the ordinary high water mark by
2019, and each year thereatfter.

The prescribed integrated management techniques for the elimination of
designated populations are limited to the use of herbicides approved by the
Commissioner and hand-pulling seedlings, or other mechanical techniques
approved by the Commissioner.

Prescribed integrated management techniques do not include the use of any
biocontrol agents, herbicides, cultural techniques or mechanical techniques other
than those approved by the Commissioner.

Seed longevity is estimated to be at least three years. Infested sites must be
monitored for at least three years after the populations have been eliminated and
treatments must be repeated when necessary to prevent flowering and
development of seed.

Russian knapweed (Centaurea repens). In addition to the requirements set forth in this
Part 4 for the management of all List B species, the following conditions also apply for
Russian knapweed:

A

Elimination of all populations is required prior to seed development in 2019 and
each year thereafter in all Colorado counties except for Adams, Arapahoe,
Archuleta, Boulder, Broomfield, Chaffee, Cheyenne, Conejos, Denver, Dolores,
El Paso, Elbert, Fremont, Gunnison, Huerfano, Jefferson, La Plata, Larimer, Las
Animas, Lincoln, Mineral, Morgan, Ouray, Rio Blanco, Rio Grande, Saguache,
and Weld counties and those counties specified in Part 4.7.17N.

Except as specified in Part 4.7.170 and in Part 4.7.17P, suppression is the
specified State management objective for all populations in Alamosa, Costilla,
Crowley, Custer, Delta, Eagle, Garfield, Kiowa, Mesa, Moffat, Montezuma,
Montrose, Otero, and Pueblo Counties.

All populations on public land in this state that are within 15 feet from the edge of
any public road and any immediately adjacent area used for parking must be
eliminated prior to seed development on an annual basis.

All populations in this state that are within the area from the center of any river or
perennial or intermittent stream to 15 feet beyond the ordinary high water mark
on both banks, and are within 4-mile of the downstream boundary of the county,
must be treated to meet the higher treatment requirement of the two counties by
2019, and each year thereafter.
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The prescribed integrated management techniques for the elimination of
designated populations are limited to the use of herbicides approved by the
Commissioner and hand-pulling or digging seedlings, mowing, or other
mechanical techniques approved by the Commissioner.

Prescribed integrated management techniques do not include the use of any
biocontrol agents, herbicides, cultural techniques or mechanical techniques other
than those approved by the Commissioner.

Seed longevity is estimated to be at least three years. Infested sites must be
monitored for at least three years after the populations have been eliminated and
treatments must be repeated when necessary to prevent flowering and
development of seed.

4.7.20. Eurasian watermilfoil (Myriophyllum spicatum). In addition to the requirements set forth in
this Part 4 for the management of all List B species, the following conditions also apply
for Eurasian watermilfoil:

4.7.21.

A

Elimination of all populations is required prior to seed or rooted fragment
development in 2015 and each year thereafter in all Colorado counties except for
Arapahoe, and Denver counties and those counties specified in Part 4.7.20D.

Suppression is the specified State management objective for all populations in
Alamosa, Boulder, Fremont, Jefferson and W eld counties.

The prescribed integrated management techniques for the elimination of
designated populations are limited to the use of herbicides approved by the
Commissioner and hand-pulling, or other mechanical techniques approved by the
Commissioner.

Prescribed integrated management techniques do not include the use of any
biocontrol agents, herbicides, cultural techniques or mechanical techniques other
than those approved by the Commissioner.

Seed longevity is not an important factor for this species. Infested sites must be
monitored continuously after the populations have been eliminated and
treatments must be repeated when necessary to prevent reestablishment from
plant fragmentation.

Musk thistle (Carduus nutans). In addition to the requirements set forth in this Part 4 for
the management of all List B species, the following conditions also apply for musk thistle:

A

Except as specified in Part 4.7.21N, elimination of all populations is required
prior to seed development in 2015 and each year thereafter in all Colorado
counties except for Archuleta, Jackson, Mesa, Moffat, Park, Phillips, Rio Blanco,
Routt, Sedgwick, and Yuma counties and those counties specified in Part
4.7.21L.

All populations on public land in this state that are within 15 feet from the edge of
any public road and any immediately adjacent area used for parking must be
eliminated prior to seed development on an annual basis.

All populations that are located within the area from the center of any river or
perennial or intermittent stream to 15 feet beyond the ordinary high water mark
on both banks, and are within “-mile of the downstream boundary of the county,
must be treated to meet the higher treatment requirement of the two counties by
2016 and each year thereafter.

The prescribed integrated management techniques for the elimination of
designated populations are limited to the use of herbicides approved by the
Commissioner and hand-pulling, digging, or other mechanical techniques
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approved by the Commissioner.

Prescribed integrated management techniques do not include the use of any
biocontrol agents, herbicides, cultural techniques or mechanical techniques other
than those approved by the Commissioner.

Seed longevity is estimated to be at least ten years. Infested sites must be
monitored for at least ten years after the populations have been eliminated and
treatments must be repeated when necessary to prevent flowering and
development of seed.

4.7.29. Bouncingbet (Saponaria officinalis). In addition to the requirements set forth in this Part 4
for the management of all List B species, the following conditions also apply for
bouncingbet:

4.7.30.

A

Elimination of all populations is required prior to seed development in
2016 and each year thereafter in all Colorado counties except for Denver,
Larimer and Pueblo counties, and those counties specified in Part 4.7.29E.

All populations on public land in this state that are within 15 feet from the edge of
any public road and any immediately adjacent area used for parking must be
eliminated prior to seed development on an annual basis.

All populations that are located within the area from the center of any river or
perennial or intermittent stream to 15 feet beyond the ordinary high water mark
on both banks, and are within “-mile of the downstream boundary of the county,
must be treated to meet the higher treatment requirement of the two counties by
2014, and each year thereafter. For the mainstem of the South Platte River where
it forms the boundary between Douglas and Jefferson counties, all populations
need to be eliminated on both banks from the center of the mainstem river to 15
feet beyond the ordinary high water mark by 2016, and each year thereafter.

The prescribed integrated management techniques for the elimination of
designated populations are limited to the use of herbicides approved by the
Commissioner and other mechanical techniques approved by the Commissioner.

Prescribed integrated management techniques do not include the use of any
biocontrol agents, herbicides, cultural techniques, or mechanical techniques
other than those approved by the Commissioner.

Seed longevity is unknown. Infested sites must be monitored for at least 10 years
after the populations have been eliminated and treatments must be repeated
when necessary to prevent flowering and development of seed.

Common tansy (Tanacetum vulgare). In addition to the requirements set forth in this Part
4 for the management of all List B species, the following conditions also apply for
common tansy:

A

Elimination of all populations is required prior to seed development in
2016 and each year thereafter in all Colorado counties except for Boulder,
Garfield, and Jackson counties.

All populations on public land in this state that are within 15 feet from the edge of
any public road and any immediately adjacent area used for parking must be
eliminated prior to seed development on an annual basis.

All populations that are located within the area from the center of any river or
perennial or intermittent stream to 15 feet beyond the ordinary high water mark
on both banks, and are within “-mile of the downstream boundary of the county,
must be treated to meet the higher treatment req1uirement of the two counties by
2016, and each year thereafter.
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The prescribed integrated management techniques for the elimination of
designated populations are limited to the use of herbicides approved by the
Commissioner and hand-pulling, mowing, or other mechanical techniques
approved by the Commissioner.

Prescribed integrated management techniques do not include the use of any
biocontrol agents, herbicides, cultural techniques, or mechanical techniques
other than those approved by the Commissioner.

Seed longevity is unknown. Infested sites must be monitored for at least 10 years
after the populations have been eliminated and treatments must be repeated
when necessary to prevent flowering and development of seed.

4.7.31. Wild caraway (Carum carvi). In addition to the requirements set forth in this Part 4 for the
management of all List B species, the following conditions also apply for wild caraway:

4.7.34.

A

Elimination of all populations is required prior to seed development in
2016 and each year thereafter in all Colorado counties except for Larimer and
Summit counties and those counties specified in Part 4.7.31D.

All populations on public land in this state that are within 15 feet from the edge of
any public road and any immediately adjacent area used for parking must be
eliminated prior to seed development on an annual basis.

All populations that are located within the area from the center of any river or
perennial or intermittent stream to 15 feet beyond the ordinary high water mark
on both banks, and are within “-mile of the downstream boundary of the county,
must be treated to meet the higher treatment requirement of the two counties by
2016, and each year thereafter. For the mainstem of the South Platte River where
it forms the boundary between Douglas and Jefferson counties, all populations
need to be eliminated on both banks from the center of the mainstem river to 15
feet beyond the ordinary high water mark by 2014, and each year thereafter.

The prescribed integrated management techniques for the elimination of
designated populations are limited to the use of herbicides approved by the
Commissioner and hand-pulling, digging, tilling or other mechanical techniques
approved by the Commissioner.

Prescribed integrated management techniques do not include the use of any
biocontrol agents, herbicides, cultural techniques, or mechanical techniques
other than those approved by the Commissioner.

Seed longevity is unknown. Infested sites must be monitored for at least 10 years
after the populations have been eliminated and treatments must be repeated
when necessary to prevent flowering and development of seed.

Canada thistle (Cirsium arvense). In addition to the requirements set forth in this Part 4
for the management of all List B species, the following conditions also apply for Canada

thistle:

A

Elimination of all populations is required prior to seed development in 2017 and
each year thereafter in all Colorado counties except for Alamosa, Conejos, Las
Animas, Mesa, Prowers, and Weld counties, and those counties specified in Part
4.7.34H.

Elimination of all populations in Alamosa County is required prior to seed
development in 2017 and each year thereatfter for all land outside the boundaries
of an area demarcated by the western, southern, and eastern borders of
Alamosa County, and US Highway 160, State Highway 17, County Road 0.0
(Stanley Road) on the north. Except as specified in Part 4.7.341 and Part 4.7.34J,
for all land within the area described above, suppression is the specified
State
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4.7.35.

management objective (see Rule 4.8, Figure 30.01).

All populations on public land in this state that are within 15 feet from the edge of
any public road and any immediately adjacent area used for parking, must be
eliminated prior to seed development on an annual basis.

All populations that are located within the area from the center of any river or
perennial or intermittent stream to 15 feet beyond the ordinary high water mark
on both banks, and are within “-mile of the downstream boundary of the county,
must be treated to meet the higher treatment requirement of the two counties by
2017, and each year thereafter. For the mainstem of the Rio Grande where it
forms the boundary between Conejos and Costilla counties, all populations need
to be eliminated on both banks from the center of the mainstem river to 15 feet
beyond the ordinary high water mark by 2017, and each year thereafter.

The prescribed integrated management techniques for the elimination of
designated populations are limited to the use of herbicides approved by the
Commissioner, and mowing or other mechanical techniques approved by the
Commissioner.

Prescribed integrated management techniques do not include the use of any
biocontrol agents, herbicides, cultural techniques, or mechanical techniques
other than those approved by the Commissioner.

Seed longevity is estimated to be up to 20 years. Infested sites must be
monitored for at least 20 years after the populations have been eliminated and
treatments must be repeated when necessary to prevent flowering and
development of seed.

Russian-olive (Elaeagnus angustifolia). In addition to the requirements set forth in this
Part 4 for the management of all List B species, the following conditions also apply for
any Russian-olive populations in public open space areas, and any populations within
100 feet of any intermittent or perennial streams, rivers, water conveyance ditches,
ponds, lakes and reservoirs, whether natural or man-made. These conditions also apply
to any Russian-olive populations that are directly contiguous to any Russian-olive
populations within this 100-foot treatment area.

A

Elimination is required prior to seed development in 2022 and each year
thereafter in all Colorado counties except for Arapahoe, Boulder, Chaffee,
Conejos, Crowley, Delta, Dolores, El Paso, Larimer, Las Animas, Moffat,
Montrose, Morgan, Prowers, Rio Blanco, and San Miguel Counties and those
counties specified in Part 4.7.35S.

Except as specified in Part 4.7.35T and Part 4.7.35U, suppression is the
specified State management objective in Alamosa, Baca, Bent, Costilla, Douglas,
Garfield, Huerfano, Jefferson, Lincoln, Logan, Mesa, Montezuma, and Pueblo
Counties.

All populations on public land in this state that are within 15 feet from the edge of
any public road and any immediately adjacent area used for parking, must be
eliminated prior to seed development on an annual basis.

All populations that are located within the area from the center of any river or
perennial or intermittent stream to 100 feet beyond the ordinary high water mark
on both banks, and are within “4-mile of the downstream boundary of the county,
must be treated to meet the higher treatment requirement of the two counties by
2018, and each year thereafter.

The prescribed integrated management techniques for the elimination of
designated populations are limited to the use of herbicides approved by the
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4.8.

Commissioner and hand-pulling, digging, sawing, or other mechanical techniques
approved by the Commissioner.

W. Prescribed integrated management techniques do not include the use of any
biocontrol agents, herbicides, cultural techniques, or mechanical techniques
other than those approved by the Commissioner.

X. Seed longevity is estimated to be at least three years. Infested sites must be

monitored for at least four years after the populations have been eliminated and
treatments must be repeated when necessary to prevent stump and root re-
sprouting.

Figures 1.01 — 31.16
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Black henbane (Hyoscyamus niger)

Saguache County

Figure 5.02
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Perennial Pepperweed (Lepidium latifolium) Figure 10.03
Conejos County
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Perennial Pepperweed (Lepidium latifolium) Figure 10.12
Rio Grande County
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Hoary Cress (Cardaria draba) Figure 13.02
Alamosa County
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Hoary Cress (Cardaria draba)
Rio Grande County
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Russian Knapweed (Acroptilon repens)
Conejos County

Figure 14.03
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Canada thistle (Cirsium arvense)
Alamosa County

Figure 30.01

Canada thistle (Cirsium arvense)
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Russian Olive (Elaeagnus angustifolia) Figure 31.04
Conejos County
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Part 5 List C Noxious Weed Species

5.1.

List C of the Colorado noxious weed list comprises the following noxious weed species:
Bulbous bluegrass (Poa bulbosa)

Chicory (Cichorium intybus) Common

burdock (Arctium minus) Common

mullein (Verbascum thapsus)

Common St. Johnswort (Hypericum perforatum)
Downy brome (Bromus tectorum)

Field bindweed (Convolvulus arvensis)
Halogeton (Halogeton glomeratus)
Johnsongrass (Sorghum halepense)

Perennial sowthistle (Sonchus arvensis)

Poison hemlock (Conium maculatum)
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5.2.

Puncturevine (Tribulus terrestris)
Quackgrass (Elymus repens)
Redstem filaree (Erodium cicutarium)
Velvetleaf (Abutilon theophrasti)

Wild proso millet (Panicum miliaceum)

List C noxious weed species are species for which the Commissioner, in consultation with the
state noxious weed advisory committee, local governments, and other interested parties, will

develop and implement state noxious weed management plans designed to support the efforts of

local governing bodies to facilitate more effective integrated weed management on private and

public lands. The goal of such plans will not be to stop the continued spread of these species but

to provide additional education, research, and biological control resources to jurisdictions that

choose to require management of List C species.

Part 6 Watch List Species

6.1.

The Watch List is comprised of the following species:
Asian mustard (Brassica tournefortii)

Baby's breath (Gypsophila paniculata)

Bathurst burr, Spiny cocklebur (Xanthium spinosum)
Brazilian egeria, Brazilian elodea (Egeria densa)
Common bugloss (Anchusa officinalis)

Common reed (Phragmites australis)

Garden Loosestrife (Lysimachia vulgaris)

Garlic mustard (Alliaria petiolata)

Himalayan blackberry (Rubus armeniacus)
Japanese blood grass/cogongrass (Imperata cylindrica)
Meadow hawkweed (Hieracium caespitosum)
Onionweed (Asphodelus fistulosus)

Purple pampas grass (Cortaderia jubata)

Scotch broom (Cytisus scoparius)

Sericea lespedeza (Lespedeza cuneata)
Swainsonpea (Sphaerophysa salsula)

Syrian beancaper (Zygophyllum fabago)

Water hyacinth (Eichhornia crassipes)

W ater lettuce (Pistia stratiotes)
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6.2.

6.3.

Part 7

7.1.

7.2.

7.3.

White bryony (Bryonia alba)

W oolly distaff thistle (Carthamus lanatus)
Yellow flag iris (Iris pseudacorus)

Yellow floatingheart (Nymphoides peltata)
Yellowtuft (Alyssum murale, Alyssum corsicum)

W atch List weed species are species for which the Commissioner, in consultation with the state
noxious weed advisory committee, local governments, and other interested parties, has
determined to pose a potential threat to the agricultural productivity and environmental values of
the lands of the state. The Watch List is intended to serve advisory and educational purposes
only. Its purpose is to encourage the identification and reporting of these species to the
Commissioner in order to facilitate the collection of information to assist the Commissioner in
determining which species should be designated as noxious weeds. The Commissioner may
place a plant species on the Watch List if any of the following are present:

6.2.1. The plant species is not known to occur in the state, but its noxious characteristics are
recognized by another state or states in the region.

6.2.2. The plant species is not known to occur in the state, but has been found to exhibit
noxious characteristics in agricultural lands and/or native plant communities similar to
those found in Colorado.

6.2.3. The plant species with suspected noxious qualities as determined by the use of a plant
assessment process is present in the state but its distribution and effect on agricultural
and natural lands is undetermined at this time.

Once the noxious characteristics and distribution of plant species on the Watch List are better
known, the Commissioner, in consultation with the state noxious weed advisory committee, local
governments, and other interested parties, may act to place a species on List A or List B, or may
remove it from the Watch List.

Compliance Waiver

Local governing bodies and landowners with any population of any List A species or population of
any List B species may apply for a compliance waiver granted by the Commissioner.

To apply for a compliance waiver, local governing bodies or landowners must submit a written
petition to the State W eed Coordinator via mail (Colorado Department of Agriculture, 305
Interlocken Parkway, Broomfield, CO 80021), fax (303) 466-2860, or email (weeds@state.co.us
with “Attention: noxious weed petition” in the subject line). The Department will only consider a
petition for waiver during the growing season of the target weed when the extent of the problem
can be properly evaluated at the site for which the petition is submitted. The petition should
provide specific information pertinent to the reevaluation of the specified management objective
for the target weed in a specified geographic region.

The Commissioner will evaluate petitions using the following criteria:
A. The known distribution of the target weed species in the specified geographic region;

B. The feasibility of current control technologies to achieve the management objective for
the target population;

C. The cost of carrying out the management objective specified in the target weed
management plan; and

D. Any other site-specific information that establishes that the specified management
objective is not feasible for a specific population in a specified geographic region.
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7.4.

7.5.

Petitioners must address these criteria and explain specifically what conditions exist that establish
that the specified management objective is not viable.

The Commissioner will grant or deny a petition within fifteen business days of receiving it.

The Commissioner may revoke a compliance waiver at any time if the information provided in the
petition was incomplete or inaccurate, or if conditions change such that the specified
management objective becomes viable.
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Resolution No. 5-2015

A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING THE CITYOF ALAMOSA NOXIOUS WEED
ADVISORY BOARD

WHEREAS, the Code of Ordinances of the City of Alamosa provides, at Section 2-236,
for the establishment of standing advisory committees to provide input to council on matters of a
recurring nature; and

WHEREAS, the Colorado Noxious Weed Act, C.R.S. § 35-5.5-101, et seq., requires, at C.R.S.
§ 35-5.5-107, that municipalities establish local advisory boards to, among other duties, develop a
management plan for the integrated management of designated noxious weeds, which boards may
either consist of the Council itself or of residents of the City; and

WHEREAS, Council desires the input and advice of City residents concerning the
development and implementation of such a plan;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF ALAMOSA, COLORADO:

Section 1: The City Council of the City of Alamosa, Colorado, hereby appoints the sitting
citizen members of the Alamosa Recreation Advisory Board and one City Staff Representative (Parks
& Recreation Director), together with the Mayor (and the Mayor Pro-Tem, as an alternate) to constitute
the Alamosa Noxious Weed Advisory Board (the “Board”), which shall be a standing advisory
committee under the provisions of Section 2-236 of the Code of Ordinances of the City of Alamosa.

Section 2: The Alamosa Noxious Weed Advisory Board shall meet at least annually at a
date, time and place as determined by the Board. Until the management plan for the integrated
management of noxious weeds referenced below is finalized, the Noxious Weed Advisory Board shall
meet more frequently to develop such plan. Meetings of the Noxious Weed Advisory Board may take
place such that they are coordinated with meetings of the Recreation Advisory Board, at the discretion
of the Board. The chair, secretary, and other positions of the Board may be the identical person as fills
such position on the Recreation Advisory Board, but need not be.

Section 3: The Noxious Weed Advisory Board shall have the power and duty to:

(a) Review, modify, and recommend to City Council the existing management plan for the
integrated management of designated noxious weeds and recommended management criteria for
noxious weeds within the City of Alamosa. Once finalized, the Board shall review the management
plan at regular intervals, but not less often than once every three years. The management plan and any
amendments made thereto shall be transmitted to City Council for approval, modification, or rejection.
As used in this Resolution, "Integrated management" means the planning and implementation of a
coordinated program utilizing a variety of methods for managing noxious weeds, the purpose of which
is to achieve specified management objectives and promote desirable plant communities. Such
methods may include but are not limited to education, preventive measures, good stewardship, and the
following techniques:



(1) "Biological management", which means the use of an organism to disrupt the
growth of noxious weeds.

(2) "Chemical management", which means the use of herbicides or plant growth
regulators to disrupt the growth of noxious weeds.

(3) "Cultural management", which means methodologies or management practices that
favor the growth of desirable plants over noxious weeds, including maintaining an
optimum fertility and plant moisture status in an area, planting at optimum density and
spatial arrangement in an area, and planting species most suited to an area.

(4) "Mechanical management", which means methodologies or management practices
that physically disrupt plant growth, including tilling, mowing, burning, flooding,
mulching, hand-pulling, hoeing, and grazing.

(b) Declare noxious weeds and any state noxious weeds designated by rule to be subject to
integrated management. The Board shall recommend any noxious weeds to be considered for
designation by the Director of Parks and Recreation as noxious weeds pursuant to Section 14-51(a) of
the Alamosa Code of Ordinances. Consistent with the definition found in C.R.S § 35-5.5-103(16),
"Noxious weed" means an alien plant or parts of an alien plant that have been designated by rule as
being noxious or has been declared a noxious weed by the Director of Parks and Recreation pursuant
to Section 14-51(a) of the Alamosa Code of Ordinances , and meets one or more of the following
criteria:

(1) Aggressively invades or is detrimental to economic crops or native plant
communities;

(2) Is poisonous to livestock;

(3) Is a carrier of detrimental insects, diseases, or parasites;

(4) The direct or indirect effect of the presence of this plant is detrimental to the
environmentally sound management of natural or agricultural ecosystems.

(c) Recommend to City Council that identified landowners be required to submit an individual
integrated management plan to manage noxious weeds on their property when deemed by the Board to
be necessary.

Section 4: City Council shall have the sole and final authority to approve, modify, or
reject the management plan, management criteria, management practice, and any other
recommendation of the Noxious Weed Advisory Board.

Section 5: The Noxious Weed Advisory Board shall forward the recommended plan to
the state weed coordinator prior to submission to City Council so that the state weed coordinator may
review the plan for any inconsistencies between the plan and the recommendations of the state weed
coordinator or the commissioner of the department of agriculture.

Section 6: This resolution to be in full force and effect from and after its passage and
approval.

PASSED AND ADOPTED, SIGNED AND APPROVED, THIS 1* DAY OF
APRIL, 2015.
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Alamosa, CO Code of Ordinances

Chapter 14 - NUISANCES™

ARTICLE IIl. - WEEDS, NOXIOUS VEGETATION, TRASH, AND RUBBISH®!

Footnotes:

—(3) -

Editor's note— Ord. No. 2-2015, § 1, adopted February 4, 2015, amended art. lll, §§ 14-51—14-57, in its
entirety. Former art. lll pertained to weeds, noxious vegetation, diseased and infested trees, trash and
rubbish and was derived from Code 1964, §§ 12-1—12-4; Ord. No. 3-1989, §§ 2—4, adopted June 21,
1989; Ord. No. 1-1993, §§ 1—4, adopted February 3, 1993; Ord. No. 15-1995, §§ 1, 2, adopted
September 20, 1995 and Ord. No. 19-1997, § 1, adopted December 17, 1997.

Cross reference— Buildings and building regulations, Ch. 4; streets, sidewalks and other public places,
Ch. 16; subdivisions, Ch. 17; zoning, Ch. 21

Sec. 14-51. - Removal required.

(@)

(b)

(c)

(d)

It is made the duty of every owner, every tenant and every person in possession of any real property
in the city to provide for and cause the removal of weeds, noxious vegetation, trash, and rubbish of
all kinds from such property and along any street and sidewalk adjoining the same and to the middle
of each public street, alley, or other public right-of-way.

For purposes of this article, any plant identified on the State of Colorado Department of Agriculture
Noxious Weed List A (subject to eradication wherever found), maintained by the Colorado
Department of Agriculture pursuant to C.R.S. § 35-5.5-108 shall be considered noxious. Any plant
identified on the State of Colorado Department of Agriculture Noxious Weed List B or C may be
considered noxious if specifically identified as noxious by rule promulgated by the director of the city
department of parks and recreation after public hearing.

Any non-ornamental vegetation that has bloomed or reached a height of eight (8) inches shall be
considered noxious for the purposes of this article whether or not it appears on the noxious weed list
referenced above. No thistle or knapweed species contained on noxious weed list A, B, or C may be
considered ornamental vegetation.

It is hereby declared to be a nuisance to fail to comply with the provisions of this section 14-51.

(Ord. No. 2-2015, § 1, 2-4-15)

Sec. 14-52. - Failure to remove; notice; pre-abatement hearing, abatement.

(@)

In the event of the failure of the owner, tenant or person in possession of any such real property in
the city to remove the weeds, noxious vegetation, trash and rubbish, as provided in section 14-51, in
addition to any citation that may issue pursuant to the provisions of section 14-56, the city manager
or the city manager's designee shall give written notice of violation upon the property owner whose
property is being kept contrary to the provisions of this article. Said notice shall specifically describe
the nature of the violation and shall include a statement that if the weeds, noxious vegetation, trash
or rubbish are not removed from the property within seven (7) days of the date of service, if service is
by personal delivery, or within ten (10) days, if service is by mail and/or posting, the removal may be
done by the city, and the whole cost thereof will be assessed against the property. The notice shall
also advise the property owner that the owner may appeal the determination of a nuisance as
contained in the notice of violation to the city manager by filing with the city manager a written
request for hearing stating the reason for the appeal within that same time period provided for
abatement.
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(b)

(c)

(d)

Alamosa, CO Code of Ordinances

In the event a hearing is requested, the city manager shall set the hearing to be held within fourteen
(14) days of the date of the request. The owner may appeal in person and with counsel, if so desired,
and such hearing shall be duly recorded. After the hearing, the city manager shall make a
determination in writing of whether the nuisance exists, and mail such determination to the property
owner by regular mail at the owner's last known address, with a copy e-mailed in the event the
owner has provided an email address. If a nuisance is found to exist, the property owner shall abate
it within seven (7) days of the date of mailing of the city manager's written determination. The city
manager's determination of any such appeal shall have no probative value in any court proceeding
on any citation that may have been issued for the violation, except that, if the city manager
determines a nuisance does not exist, any such court proceeding shall be dismissed. If the owner is
dissatisfied with the decision of the city manager, the owner shall have the right to have the decision
reviewed pursuant to Rule 106(a)(4) of the Colorado Rules of Civil Procedure, provided that such a
review is sought within the time and in the manner provided by law. The decision of the city manager
shall not be stayed pending any review except as provided by Rule 106(a)(4) of the Colorado Rules
of Civil Procedure.

Service of the notice of violation may be obtained in one (1) or more of the following manners:

(1) By personally delivering a copy of the notice to the property owner, or the owner's agent, if
known.

(2) By mailing a copy of the notice by certified mail, postage pre-paid, to the property owner.

(3) By posting the property conspicuously with the notice. In the event the property is posted, a
copy of the notice shall also be mailed, by regular mail, postage pre-paid, to the property owner
at such owner's last known address as contained in the records of the county assessor's office.

"Property owner" shall be defined, for the purposes of section 14-52, as the individual listed, as
of the date of the notice, in the records of the county assessor's office, as the current owner of
the property.

The cost reimbursable to the city under subpart (a) shall be increased by an additional amount, not
to exceed one hundred dollars ($100.00), determined by the city manager or the city manager's
designee, for costs of inspection, documentation, service of notice, and other incidental costs related
to the enforcement of this section against an offending property owner. This assessment shall be a
lien against each lot or tract of land from which the weeds, noxious vegetation, trash or rubbish were
removed and shall have priority over all other liens, except general taxes and prior special
assessments.

(Ord. No. 2-2015, § 1, 2-4-15)

Sec. 14-53. - Notice of assessment for abatement; appeal.

(a)

(b)

The city manager or the city manager's designee shall cause a written notice of the assessment for
costs of abatement to be mailed by certified mail to the owner of the property, at the owner's last
address shown by the county assessor's records. Such notice shall state the amount assessed, the
description and street address of the property assessed and that the owner may, within fifteen (15)
days from the date of the notice, request in writing a hearing before the city manager of the owner's
objections to the assessment.

In the event such a hearing is requested, the city manager shall schedule the same to be held within
fourteen (14) days of the request for a hearing. The objector may appeal in person and with counsel,
if so desired, and such hearing shall be duly recorded. The city manger shall either modify, affirm, or
reverse such assessment after the hearing. Any owner of real estate dissatisfied with the decision of
city manager shall have the right to have the decision reviewed pursuant to Rule 106(a)(4) of the
Colorado Rules of Civil Procedure, provided that such a review is sought within the time and in the
manner provided by law.
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Alamosa, CO Code of Ordinances

(Ord. No. 2-2015, § 1, 2-4-15)

Sec. 14-54. - Failure to pay final assessment; collection.

In case such final assessment is not paid within thirty (30) days after the same has been assessed,
or within thirty (30) days after the final decision by the city manager after the hearing referenced above,
whichever occurs later, the city clerk shall certify the amount of the assessment to the county officer
having custody of the tax list, for placement of the assessment upon the tax list for the current or next
upcoming year, and such officer shall thereafter collect the same in the same manner as other taxes are
collected, with an additional ten (10) percent administrative processing fee thereon; and all the laws of the
state for the assessment and collection of the general taxes, including the laws for the sale of property for
taxes and redemption thereof, apply to and have full force and effect for the collection of all such
assessments. Any amount so collected shall be remitted to the city finance director by the county officer
who is collecting.

(Ord. No. 2-2015, § 1, 2-4-15)

Sec. 14-55. - Hazardous trees, shrubs, and plants

(a) Itis hereby declared a nuisance to keep, harbor or fail to abate the adverse condition of a hazardous
tree, shrub or other plant within the city. It is hereby made the duty of every owner, every tenant and
every person in possession of any real property in the city to remove or abate the adverse condition
of a hazardous tree, shrub or other plant from his, her or its private property and from along any
public way adjoining the same and to the middle of each public right-of-way contiguous thereto.

(b) "Hazardous tree, shrub or other plant," as used herein, shall mean:

(1) Any tree, plant or shrub that is diseased, infected, infested with insects, parasites or fungus,
when such disease, infection or infested condition may reasonably be expected to affect other
healthy trees, plants or shrubs within the city; and

(2) Any tree, shrub or plant that is dead or dying, or that contains dead or dying limbs which may
pose a danger to the life, health or property of any person, when such hazardous tree, shrub or
plant is located on the premises of such owner, tenant and possessor, or within the adjacent,
contiguous public way up to the center of said contiguous public way.

(c) Itis hereby declared a nuisance for an owner or occupant of private property to allow any branches
of trees, shrubs, bushes or any other plant material growing on such property to:

(1) Overhang streets or alleys in such a manner that the branches interfere with the safe and
unobstructed movement of vehicles on any street or alley, or overhang the first fourteen (14)
feet of space above any street or alley;

(2) Encroach upon any public sidewalk or overhang the first eight (8) feet of space above any
public sidewalk;

(3) Overhang, or encroach into public rights-of-way in such a manner as to visually obstruct
motorists' views of traffic signs, traffic signals or oncoming traffic; or

(4) Become overgrown and unkempt as to be a nuisance to neighboring property owners.

(Ord. No. 2-2015, § 1, 2-4-15)

Sec. 14-56. - Abatement.
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Alamosa, CO Code of Ordinances

It is hereby declared unlawful to fail to abate a nuisance declared pursuant to this article. Such failure
shall be subject to the procedure and charges set forth in sections 14-52, 14-53, and 14-54, and shall be
subject to the penalties provided generally for offenses in this Code.

(Ord. No. 2-2015, § 1, 2-4-15)

Sec. 14-57. - Director authorized to inspect.

The city manager or the city manager's designee is hereby authorized, with reasonable cause, to
enter in and upon private property within the city to inspect any trees, shrubs, plants, trash, rubbish, or
parts thereof, and to inspect any dead plant materials, or parts thereof, to ascertain the condition of such
trees, shrubs, plants, rubbish and trash, and dead plant materials or parts thereof, to determine whether
or not there exists a nuisance, as declared in this article.

(Ord. No. 2-2015, § 1, 2-4-15)

Secs. 14-58—14-70. - Reserved.
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Colorado Noxious Weeds (including Watch List), effective December 30, 2015

List A Species (25)

Common Scientific

African rue (Peganum harmala)
Bohemian knotweed (Polygonum x bohemicum)
Camelthorn (Alhagi maurorum)

Common crupina
Cypress spurge
Dyer's woad
Elongated mustard
Flowering rush
Giant knotweed
Giant reed

Giant salvinia

Hairy willow-herb
Hydrilla

Japanese knotweed
Meadow knapweed
Mediterranean sage
Medusahead

Myrtle spurge
Orange hawkweed
Parrotfeather
Purple loosestrife
Rush skeletonweed
Squarrose knapweed
Tansy ragwort
Yellow starthistle

List B Species (37)

Common

(Crupina vulgaris)
(Euphorbia cyparissias)
(Isatis tinctoria)

(Brassica elongata)
(Butomus umbellatus)
(Polygonum sachalinense)
(Arundo donax)

(Salvinia molesta)
(Epilobium hirsutum)
(Hydrilla verticillata)
(Polygonum cuspidatum)
(Centaurea nigrescens)
(Salvia aethiopis)
(Taeniatherum caput-medusae)
(Euphorbia myrsinites)
(Hieracium aurantiacum)
(Myriophyllum aquaticum)
(Lythrum salicaria)
(Chondrilla juncea)
(Centaurea virgata)
(Senecio jacobaea)
(Centaurea solstitialis)

Scientific

Absinth wormwood

Black henbane

Bouncingbet

Bull thistle

Canada thistle

Chinese clematis

Common tansy

Common teasel

Corn chamomile

Cutleaf teasel

Dalmatian toadflax, broad-leaved
Dalmatian toadflax, narrow-leaved
Dame's rocket

Diffuse knapweed

Eurasian watermilfoil

Hoary cress

(Artemisia absinthium)
(Hyoscyamus niger)
(Saponaria officinalis)
(Cirsium vulgare)
(Cirsium arvense)
(Clematis orientalis)
(Tanacetum vulgare)
(Dipsacus fullonum)
(Anthemis arvensis)
(Dipsacus laciniatus)
(Linaria dalmatica)
(Linaria genistifolia)
(Hesperis matronalis)
(Centaurea diffusa)
(Myriophyllum spicatum)
(Cardaria draba)



Houndstongue
Jointed goatgrass
Leafy spurge
Mayweed chamomile
Moth mullein

Musk thistle

Oxeye daisy

Perennial pepperweed
Plumeless thistle
Russian knapweed
Russian-olive

Salt cedar

Scentless chamomile
Scotch thistle

Spotted knapweed
Spotted x diffuse knapweed hybrid
Sulfur cinquefoil

Wild caraway

Yellow nutsedge
Yellow toadflax

Yellow x Dalmatian toadflax hybrid

(Cynoglossum officinale)

(Aegilops cylindrica)

(Euphorbia esula)

(Anthemis cotula)

(Verbascum blattaria)

(Carduus nutans)

(Leucanthemum vulgare)

(Lepidium latifolium)

(Carduus acanthoides)

(Acroptilon repens)

(Elaeagnus angustifolia)

(Tamarix chinensis, T. parviflora, and T. ramosissima)
(Tripleurospermum perforata)
(Onopordum acanthium, O. tauricum)
(Centaurea stoebe)

(Centaurea x psammogena = C. stoebe x C. diffusa)
(Potentilla recta)

(Carum carvi)

(Cyperus esculentus)

(Linaria vulgaris)

(Linaria vulgaris x L. dalmatica)

List C Species (16)

Common Scientific

Bulbous bluegrass (Poa bulbosa)
Chicory (Cichorium intybus)

Common burdock
Common mullein
Common St. Johnswort
Downy brome

Field bindweed
Halogeton
Johnsongrass
Perennial sowthistle
Poison hemlock
Puncturevine
Quackgrass
Redstem filaree
Velvetleaf

Wild proso millet

Watch List Species (24)

Common

(Arctium minus)
(Verbascum thapsus)
(Hypericum perforatum)
(Bromus tectorum)
(Convolvulus arvensis)
(Halogeton glomeratus)
(Sorghum halepense)
(Sonchus arvensis)
(Conium maculatum)
(Tribulus terrestris)
(Elymus repens)
(Erodium cicutarium)
(Abutilon theophrasti)
(Panicum miliaceum)

Scientific

Asian mustard
Baby's breath
Bathurst burr, Spiney cocklebur
Brazilian egeria, Brazilian elodea

(Brassica tournefortii)
(Gypsophila paniculata)
(Xanthium spinosum)
(Egeria densa)



Common bugloss
Common reed
Garden loosestrife
Garlic mustard
Himalayan blackberry
Japanese blood grass/cogongrass
Meadow hawkweed
Onionweed

Purple pampas grass
Scotch broom

Sericea lespedeza
Swainsonpea

Syrian beancaper
Water hyacinth
Water lettuce

White bryony

Woolly distaff thistle
Yellow flag iris
Yellow floatingheart
Yellowtuft

(Anchusa officinalis)
(Phragmites australis)
(Lysimachia vulgaris)
(Alliaria petiolata)
(Rubus armeniacus)
(Imperata cylindrica)
(Hieracium caespitosum)
(Asphodelus fistulosus)
(Cortaderia jubata)
(Cytisus scoparius)
(Lespedeza cuneata)
(Sphaerophysa salsula)
(zygophyllum fabago)
(Eichhornia crassipes)
(Pistia stratiotes)
(Bryonia alba)
(Carthamus lanatus)

(Iris pseudacorus)
(Nymphoides peltata)
(Alyssum murale, A. corsicum)



WATCH LIST

Colorado Noxious Weed Management Program

THE

Report Sitings To: weeds@state.co.us

Photo Credits to www.invasive.org
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Asian Mustard
(Brassica tournefortii)

+18-36 in. tall; basal rosette
up to 36 in. wide

*Plants set seed prior to April

*Seed pods up to 2 ¥ in. long

*Basal rosette leaves hairy;
pinnately lobed & with
toothed margins

*Seeds light reddish brown or
black

Baby’s breath
(Gypsophila paniculata)

*12-18 in. tall & up to 16 in.
wide

*Blooms summer through fall

*Flowers clustered, delicate,
white or pink, 5-parted

*Leaves linear-lance-shaped,
hairy, opposite; % to 4 in.
long

*Seed capsules egg-shaped,
less than Yo in., very small &
blackish

Brazillian Elodea
(Egeria densa)

*Up to 6 ft. long; dense
submerged aquatic perennial

*Can live rooted or free
floating; up to 20’ deep

*Flowers emergent on stalks
with 3 white petals & 3 green
sepals

*Bright green leaves in whorls
of 4; linear, oblong, 1%4” w/
very finely toothed margins

*Fragmented pieces can
produce new plants

Cogongrass
(Imperata cylindrica)

*Up to 6 ft. tall

*Colony-forming

*Flowers 2-8 in.; fuzzy

*Leaves % to % in. wide with
off-center whitish midrib,
finely serrated margins & a
sharp, pointed apex

*Rhizomes whitish, scaly &
sharp

Common bugloss
(Anchusa officinalis)

+1-2 ft. tall by 1-2 ft. wide

*Blooms June to October

*Flowers % in. bright blue to
purple with white throats

*Stems & leaves fleshy &
hairy

*Leaves narrow & slightly
pointed; alternate & get
smaller up stem

*Fruit 4-chambered nutlet, 1
seed each

Common reed
(Phragmites australis)

*6-15 ft. tall perennial grass

*Spreads by rhizomes

*Forms dense thickets in or
near water

*Blooms July to October

*Flowers feathery & drooping;
can appear silvery or
purplish

*Leaves blue-green, flat,
smooth

*Native species of Phragmites
also exist in Colorado

Flowering rush
(Butomus umbellatus)

*Up to 5 ft. tall

* Aquatic perennial

*Blooms late summer

*Flowers 1 in. wide

Leaves basal, sword-like &
up to 3 ft. tall by % in. wide

*Thick, creaping rhizomes

»Stems triangular

*Fruits brown, % in. long

Tolerant to a wide
temperature range

Garlic mustard
(Alliaria petiolata)

*1-4 ft. tall

*Herbaceous biennial

*Blooms early spring

*Flowers small; 4 white petals

*Rosette leaves 1-6 in. &
heart-shaped

*Mature seeds shiny black in
erect, slender green pods
that turn pale brown

*Garlic odor when plant parts
crushed

*Highly shade-tolerant

Hairy willow-herb
(Epilobium hirsutum)

*3-6 ft. tall; perennial

*Blooms June to August

*Flowers single, 1/2to 1 in.

*Stems covered in soft hairs

*Seeds with white silky tuft in
long seedpod

*Leaves % in. wide, 2-4 in.
long, opposite, lance-shaped
with toothed edges; attached
directly to stem

*Numerous native species are
found in CO wetlands

Himalayan blackberry
(Rubus armeniacus)

*Up to 15 ft. tall

* Thicket-forming shrub

*Blooms late spring to
summer

*Flowers 1 in. in groups of
3-20

*Compound leaves dark
green above & pale to
whitish below; leaves on 1st
year shoots have 5 leaflets
& leaves on 2nd year side
shoots have 3 leaflets

Meadow hawkweed
(Hieracium caespitosum)

+1-3 ft. tall

*Blooms late May to June;
flower heads in tight clusters;
5-30 heads per stem

*Leaves mostly basal; lance
shaped, up to 6 in. long &
hairy; form dense mat at
base

*Stems, leaves & bracts have
dense blackish hairs & exude
milky sap when broken

Onionweed
(Asphodelus fistulosus)

*11-2% ft. tall tufted clumps

*Blooms July through August

*Flowers % to % in. wide

*Stems branched & hollow

*Leaves 3-14 in. long by % in.
wide

*Doesn’t smell like onion &
doesn’t form bulb

*Seeds triangular in cross-
section; sharp edges




Parrotfeather
(Myriophyllum aquaticum)

*Dense aquatic perennial with
both submerged & emergent
leaves

*Emerged leaves bright blue-
green; submerged darker;
4-6 whorled at each node

*Emerged stems grow up to
1 ft. above water

*Flowers may occur; if so,
white & V46 in. long

*Spreads by plant fragments

Purple pampasgrass
(Cortaderia jubata)

+1-2 ft. tall by 1-2 ft. wide

*Blooms June to October

*Flowers % in. bright blue to
purple with white throats

*Stems & leaves fleshy &
hairy

*Leaves narrow & slightly
pointed; alternate & get
smaller up stem

*Fruits are 4-chambered
nutlets with 1 seed each

Scotch broom
(Cytisus scoparius)

7 ft. tall by 3 % ft. wide

*Blooms late spring to early
summer

*Flowers 1 in. & pea-like

« Trifoliate leaves dark
green above; paler & fuzzy
below; alternate & pinately
compound; %-1 in. wide

*Grooved stems up to 2 in.
wide

*Flat seedpods with small
black seeds

Sericea lespedeza
(Lespedeza cuneata)

*3 to 6 ft. tall

*Blooms summer to fall

*Flowers in clusters of 2-4

*Leaves thin, alternate,
abundant & three-parted;
leaflets %5-1 in. with wedge-
shaped bases; hairy

*One to many slender stems

Spiny cocklebur
(Xanthium spinosum)

«1-4 ft. tall by 1-4 ft. wide

*Blooms June to July

*Flowers 1-1% in.; creamy
green

*Stem straight & ridgid

*Leaves alternate, up to 3 in.
long & 1% in. wide; 3-lobed;
shiny

*Female flowers become
burrs which are the fruits;
egg-shaped

Swainsonpea
(Sphaerophysa salsula)

*Up to 5 ft. tall

*Blooms May to June

*Flowers %-1 in. long, pea-
shaped, & in groups of 4-8

*Leaves compound pinnate,
alternate; 9-25 oval leaflets
with silvery hairs

*Seeds form in inflated
bladder-like pods

*\Woody taproot with
spreading rhizomes

Syrian beancaper
(Zygophyllum fabago)

*Up to 3 ft. tall by 3 ft. wide

*Blooms May to August

*Flowers can be white, yellow
or salmon color & have 10-
12 orange stamens

*Stems succulent & multi-
branched

*Leaves opposite, compound
& with 2 thick, fleshy leaflets

Water hyacinth
(Eichhornia crassipes)

*Up to 3 ft. tall; dense floating
aquatic

*Forms dense thickets in
water

*Blooms July to October

*Flowers 2 in. wide in clusters
at the end of a 12-in. spike

*Leaves dark green, 1% to 4
Y% in. wide & 6 in. long

*Feathery roots

Water lettuce
(Pistia stratiotes)

+2-3 ft. tall; dense floating
aquatic

*Blooms late summer to
winter

*Flowers inconspicuous;
clustered on small, fleshy
stalk in leaf axils

*Leaves velvety, hairy, spongy
& in rosettes; 6 in. long;
connected by short stolons

*Roots numerous & feathery

White bryony
(Bryonia alba)

12 ft. long or more; vigorous
vine; can grow 6 in. per day

*Blooms mid-summer

*Flower % in. wide &
greenish-white

*Leaves are dark green and
palmately lobed; each has a
corkscrew tendril for climbing

*Highly toxic seeds in round,
black fruit

*Forms dense mats & shades
out vegetation

Woolly distaff thistle
(Carthamus lanatus)

*3% ft. tall

*Blooms July to August

*Flowers 1-2 in. wide with
spiny bracts

*Pale green stems hairy, rigid,
upper portion branched

*Plants persist upright after
they have died

*Flowers similar to yellow
starthistle

Yellow flag iris
(Iris pseudacorus)

*3-4 ft. tall wetland perennial

*Blooms late spring to early
summer

*Flowers bright yellow with
3 drooping sepals & 3
smaller, upright petals, 3 in.
wide & in groups of 2-10

Leaves arise from base, flat
with raised mid-rib; rhisomes
grow up to 20 ft.

*Fruits occur as 2 in. brown
capsules

Yellowtuft
(Alyssum murale & A. corsicum)

*Perennial forbs
* Adapted to serpentine soils
*Flowers are yellow, small
& plentiful, occurring on
branched umbels
*Bloom early summer
*Fruits are papery, circular to
oval and flattened
*A.murale has narrow, gray-
green leaves & A.corsicum
has oval silvery-gray leaves

*Photos courtesy Oregon Dept. of Agriculture

Yellow floatingheart
(Nymphoides peltata)

*Floating aquatic perennial

Carpets water surface with
long-stalked, heart-shaped,
opposite & unequal leaves;
2-6” long & wide; arising
from rhizomes

*Flowers bright yellow; 2-5
per stalk; 17 in diameter; 5
petals with fringed edges

*Flowers June to September

*Seeds flat & oval in shape;
contained in beaked capsule




2015 Colorado Noxious Weed Act — Rules and Regulation Containment Figures by Counties
(Effective December 30, 2015)

Alamosa 13.02: Hoary Cress 30.01: Canada thistle
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