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Let Them Roam: Wildlife Friendly Fencing on 
Wyoming State Trust Lands

Background
ÅOne of the largest obstacles to conservation efforts 

is the growing fragmentation of wildlife habitats 
brought on by infrastructural development

ÅLarge, open spaces are necessary for the migration 
of many ungulates; however, obstacles like roads 
and fencing obstruct these vital migrations, causing 
population decreases and higher mortality rates
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Methods
ÅLiterature review utilizing peer-reviewed articles and 

studies about successes and failures in previous 
attempts to implement wildlife -friendly fencing

ÅSpatial analysis using GIS mapping to determine 
which STL parcels overlap with high use pronghorn 
and mule deer migration routes

ÅCommunicated with wildlife-friendly fencing 
organizations and experts to understand the process 
of modifying fences, the costs associated, and 
perspectives of lessees

Thesis
ÅThe excessive amount of fencing on and/or around 

state trust lands (STLs) is hindering wildlife migration 
patterns, implementing wildlife-friendly fencing 
would open these migration routes.

Analysis
ÅWe found 263 state trust land parcels that overlap 

with migration paths of mule deer and pronghorn
ÅThese 263parcels  will provide a starting point for 

fence modification
ÅWe determined the standards and cost associated 

with wildlife-friendly fencing
ÅWildlife-friendly fencing costs $3.52/foot for average 

terrain and $4-$6/foot for difficult terrain, with 800 
feet of fencing this would equate to $2,816 to $4,800

ÅWe found multiple grant opportunities and volunteer 
organizations to assist with fence modification

Conclusion/Reflection
ÅPriority areas for wildlife-friendly fencing were 

determined
ÅWe recommend about 200 feet of modified 

fencing per side or 800 feet total per parcel, 
which strikes a balance between landowner 
needs and conservation

ÅTo make implementation easier, we compiled an 
informative list of resources

Å Ideally all fencing on STL would be wildlife-
friendly, but we suggest 800 feet as a cost-
effective compromise
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Project Design/Purpose
ÅLand management varies greatly across Wyoming 

and fencing separates many land boundaries
ÅThis fencingimpedes ungulates during migration 
ÅUnderstanding the spatial relationships between 

migration routes and fencing will allow us to 
determine the areas that are in the most need of 
wildlife friendly fencing
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Figure A: Comparative graphic of working land fencing and wildlife friendly fencing

Map C: Comprehensive map containing state trust land parcels, migration routes, their overlaps, and the zones of high priority. 

Map A: Sublette  Migration Routes  Map B: Platte Valley  and Baggs Migration Routes 


