











redundancy of the subspecies. The loss of the subspecies in these individual
units would result in a decrease in the ability to conserve the subspecies,”
provides adequate justification for not using smaller analysis units.

Again, we ask the Service to compare the body of information known today regarding
the distribution of the PMJM in Colorado with the paucity of data available at the time of
listing and to reconsider the original listing decision. Given the 2007 data would the
Service have listed the PMJM? If the answer to that question is “No” then the Service
should issue a subsequent proposal to de-list the subspecies in Colorado.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the current proposal, we urge the
Service to adopt the proposed rule as written.

Sincerely,
avid L. True

Member, True Ranches LLC
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P.O. BOX 1180 - LEADVILLE, COLORADO 80461
(719) 486-3800

January 7, 2008

Ms. Susan Linner

Field Supervisor

Colorado Field Office
Ecological Services

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
P.O. Box 25486, MS-65412
Denver Federal Center
Denver, CO 80225

Dear Ms. Linner:

I am writing to commend the Revised Proposed Rule to delist the Preble’s Meadow
Jumping Mouse in Wyoming. However, I encourage the same rule for Colorado. It’s
rather incredulous that a political boundary could make such a difference. It makes me

suspicious that politics rather than science is at play here. Imagine that!

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely
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January 8, 2008 RECEIVED

Ms. Susan Linner JAN 10 2008
Field Supervisor

Colorado Field Office

Ecological Services

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

P.O. Box 25486, M5-65412

Denver Federal Center

Denver, CO 80225

Fax: 303-236-4005

RE: Preble’'s Mouse Comments
Dear Ms. Linner:

| am writing in regards to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service ("USFWS") Revised Proposed Rule
to delist the Preble’s Meadow Jumping Mouse (“Preble’s”) in Wyoming only under the Endangered
Species Act (ESA”). Why aren’t they being delisted in Colorado?

I have serious questions about how the USFWS identifies this so-called subspecies of mouse.
Does USFWS rely upon an elevation to distinguish between Preble’s and other mice? |
understand the USFWS counts mice found about 6700 feet in elevation as western jumping mice,
but mice found below 6700 feet as Preble’s. How does the USFWS confirm these identifications?
Does the USFWS kill every mouse it catches and measure the inside of its skull? Or is it teeth-
folds that the USFWS is so confident about? Genetics? The USFWS and its SEI Panel
recognized that classification of Preble’s by genetics was a matter of some dispute. If genetics are
in dispute, is Preble’s a different color than other mice? ls it larger? ls it smaller? Does it coat
appear differently?

As a graduate of CSU, with a degree in biology, | can recognize that your scientific method
process of identification is lacking in common sense. You should see that this mouse is
of one species, not two. Therefore, it should be delisted in Colorado. There are plenty of
what | would reclassify as the “Preble’s Western Jumping Mouse”!

If even the USFWS cannot tell a Preble’s from another so-called subspecies, or even from other
species of mice, then why is it listed under the Endangered Species Act? | urge you to delist in
both Colorado and Wyoming.

Sincerely,

WM. € it

William E. Gurski
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