
POPS 
Frequently Asked Questions 

 
1.  What is POPS? 
 

POPS (Protect our Parks) is a proposed Colorado Springs City Charter 
amendment that would require voter approval of any conveyance (i.e., 
sale, trade, donation, etc.) of any city-owned parkland to a private 
entity. 

 
2.  Why is POPS needed? 
 

Colorado Springs parklands belong to the citizens of Colorado 
Springs – not to the Parks Department, a particular City 
Administration or City Council.  Sadly, throughout our city’s history 
there have been too many examples of attempts – some successful, 
some not – to sell or trade parkland to private entities.  The most 
recent was the 2016 City/Broadmoor Hotel land exchange involving 
189 acres of historic North Cheyenne Canyon Park popularly known 
as Strawberry Fields.  When public parkland is lost, it is lost forever. 

 
3.  Do other cities in Colorado have POPS-type protection for their        
parklands? 
 

Yes, the majority of Colorado municipalities (80% or more) have 
these protections either though State Statute (which requires a vote of 
the people for conveyance of parkland) or, in the case of “Home 
Rule” cities, through such a requirement in their own city charters.  
Colorado Springs is one of a minority of “home rule” municipalities 
not to have voter protection of parklands. 

 
4.  Will POPS limit the City’s ability to take advantage of new parkland 
acquisition opportunities? 
 

No.  Colorado Springs has the dedicated TOPS (Trails, Parks, and 
Open Space) sales tax to fund new parkland and open space 
acquisitions.  TOPS is responsible for most of our best recent parkland 
purchases (e.g., Red Rock Canyon, Blodgett Peak Open Space, 



Stratton Open Space, Coral Bluffs, etc.).  It easily could have been 
used to buy the land the city acquired in the Broadmoor land exchange 
– if we had really wanted it. 

 
5.  Will POPS cost Colorado Springs taxpayers extra money to pay for 
special elections to approve/disapprove parkland conveyances? 
 

No.  This is the charge most frequently leveled against POPS – and it 
is greatly exaggerated.  Any POPS issue on the ballot in a regular city 
municipal election (April/odd years) would result in no extra cost to 
the city or taxpayers.  Likewise, if the city puts a “city item” on the 
general election (November/even years), which it more often than not 
does, there would be no additional cost for a POPS item.  And if there 
is no other city item on the November ballot, we believe the city and 
any potential land exchange partner could easily wait six months for 
the next municipal election where, to repeat, there would be no extra 
cost for a POPS item. 

 
6.  If POPS is approved by the voters, will all future parkland conveyances 
require a vote of the electorate? 
 

No,  POPS advocates worked closely with the city parks and legal 
staff to fine-tune the POPS language to insure the city had flexibility 
in making minor adjustments to parkland borders (e.g., court-ordered 
title issues, eminent domain, “de minimis” exchanges, etc.) while 
preserving the over-riding principle that any major exchange like the 
recent Broadmoor swap would have to have voter approval. 

 
7.  There are two parkland protection issues on the November ballot – 2B 
(POPS voter protection of parkland) and 2C (parkland conveyances by 
approval of a 7-2 City Council “”super majority.”)  Should one vote for 
both? – and what happens if both are approved? 
 

No.  We believe 2B is the “real” POPS – the charter change that puts 
future parkland conveyance decisions in the hands of the voters – the 
people who are the real owners of our parks and open spaces.  2C 
raises the bar for Council approval of a conveyance, but still keeps the 
decision in the hands of the bureaucrats and politicians. 
 



If both 2B (POPS) and 2C(super majority) receive more than fifty 
percent voter approval, the one that receives the greater number of 
“yes” votes will prevail.  For this reason, we hope voters who believe 
in the principle of voter approval of parkland conveyances, will vote 
“yes” on 2B and vote “no” or abstain from voting at all on 2C. 

 
8.  We have a system of “representative government.”  Shouldn’t matters 
like the sale or trading of parkland be left to our elected representatives? 
 

No.   Our system of representative government comes with a number 
of checks and balances which very much limit what elected 
representatives can do,  Here in Colorado, for example, we have made 
TABOR part of our state constitution.  Taxes can only be increased 
with a vote of the electorate.  A tax increase can be rescinded, but 
parkland given away by elected representatives is gone forever.  
Shouldn’t our parklands have this higher standard (vote of the people) 
of protection? 

 
  
 
 
 


