E-Mail communications with John Krause from California Fish and Game

Re: Deerinour area

St eve,

The passi ve approaches are intended to alleviate the nui sance interactions, and
obvi ously do not reduce popul ati ons. However, | do not believe the passive
approaches result in larger deer popul ations either. Deer popul ations are

regul ated naturally by forage suitability and abundance, predation, diseases,
etc. and by human affects, etc. (e.g. hunting). Popul ations grow and wane
cyclically.

As for contraception, this is not a practical or effective means of controlling
popul ations in free ranging situations, and has linmted effectiveness even in
confined area/ herd situations.

Each suggestion | made, such as notion activated sprinklers, is not 100%

ef fective. Deer could get habituated to them Therefore, having a nunber of
tool s should hel p reduce a nuisance wildlife issue, but still not entirely
elimnate it. | think that having a variety of means, and doing as nuch as
possi bl e, consistently and persistently should hel p. Depredation pernts would
just be another tool, again not likely to elimnate the issue, but if that is
not possible in your area it doesn’t nmean you can use others. |I'mnot sure if
you are saying you aren't willing to use depredation permts or if it is that
di scharge of a firearmis not legal. If it is sonething you would consider and
the community supports, | would suggest you contact the |ocal police departnent
or Sheriff's office to find out what the regulations are for your area, it nmay
be that your 40 acres of open space would be an area where a firearmcan be

di scharged legally and safely. If you are interested in depredation, please
contact our office to arrange for a warden to review the site and property
damage to determne if it is appropriate.

Al ong those lines, perhaps shooting the deer isn't an option, but perhaps mnmaking
the deer think they are being hunted woul d be effective- A nore aggressive
hazi ng techni que woul d be to use propane cannons to haze them These are very
effective at keeping wildlife away froman area, for instance when there is an
oil spill and they are used to keep birds fromgetting in an area where they
could get oiled. This may sound ridiculous to you for your area, but I"'mtrying
to list all the possible neans | can think of.

Wil e you may not believe anyone is feeding them you mght be surprised. |
woul d suggest that you make sure that everyone in the comunity is educated
about feeding deer. Not only is it bad for the deer, it's bad for your

| andscaping, and it is prohibited by |law. Please do not assunme everyone knows
this, unless you have spoken to each person in the conmunity and you can say for
sure they know. | strongly suggest going another step and incorporating wildlife
feeding prohibitions into your CC&' s, with obvi ous exceptions such as songbird
feeders, to help reduce attractive nuisances if you find that anyone is or m ght
be feeding wildlife.

As far as the "deer resistant" |andscapi ng goes, this does not nean deer won't
eat it at all, as you have observed, but rather, they nay be less likely to
browse it, especially later in the year when | eaves have "hardened" but early in
the growi ng season nost plants are soft and pal atabl e. Furthernore, those deer
resistant plants are typically native plants or varieties that can withstand



browsing, and will recover. Ganted that takes sone tine, and will not recover
until they are not being browsed.

I'"'mnot sure what you nmean by deer |ooking stressed, but | wll assune you nean
they |l ook scruffy and Iike they could put on a few pounds. The fall is typically
when it is hardest for deer to survive, particularly fawns, and the deer that
nmake it through the winter may not | ook as healthy as one mi ght expect deer to

| ook in spring and sunmmer, but with the winter rainy season cones anot her
growi ng season both for the plants and for the wildlife. If the deer you are
seeing now weren't able to survive well in the past winter, they certainly
shoul d start putting on weight since resources are abundant and will continue to
thrive.

If there really are 50 deer on 140 acres, that may be on the high side, but if
they couldn't support thenselves, they would disperse in search of food or
browse | ess palatable plants until their preferred forage is avail able. Mybe
that's why sonme of the deer resistant | andscaping is being eaten. Keep in nind
that the deer you see will cone and go, they range over | arge areas,
particularly bucks. Deer will |eave your area for others, and other deer nearby
nmay come into your area. Contraception the deer as a nmeans of alleviating the
nui sance is therefore not practical and would likely not be effective either. It
is not practical because it is very costly and tine intensive to contracept deer
each one woul d have to be captured and inplanted, and it only lasts a short tine
and then would need to be repeated every couple of years. Furthernore, even if
sone of the deer were contracepted, since there is a ready supply of deer in the
| arger area that may cone to your area that would also not likely result in
reduced nunbers since it would be inpossible to inplant nost deer in an area.

Si nce your comunity does not |ike fences and wants to keep the area natura

| ooking, keep in mnd that the deer are part of that nature. Wth your community
having a |l ot of open Iand, which is therefore avail able for deer to browse, the
deer will likely continue to make a living in the area on natural forage and

al so on the | andscaping. | think using physical barriers and hazing woul d hel p.
Fences mght be part of the solution, but would only be effective if it is done
as part of the larger list of possible nmeans previously nentioned to you. |If
perinmeter fences are not desired or feasible, |'d recommend installing sone
netting/small fencing in the affected | andscapi ng beds where it m ght be,
installing hazing equi pnent in as many areas as possi bl e and encouragi ng peopl e
to haze opportunistically. Alternatively, rather than maintaining the

| andscapi ng as a green zone that serves as an attraction to wildlife, consider
xeriscaping, that is, dry landscaping using plants that don't need much water
such as the nore desert like varieties. Basically, nmaking the area | ess

attractive to deer browsing, but hopefully still attractive to the eye for
residents. There are many attractive plants and features that could be
substituted- | realize that this is nore drastic, but perhaps if the community

explores it as a possibility it mght help.

Regar ds-
JOHN

>>> "Lange, Steve" <Steve.lLange@l a-tencor.cone 3/3/2006 1:39:26 PM >>>
John,

I think the passive approaches have only all owed the deer to nultiply.
I've seen deer sitting in ny neighbor's | awn where he has one of those notion-
activated sprinkler systenms. Virtually everyone has planted "deer resistant”



| andscapi ng, because if it wasn't "deer resistant” it would be gone in a few
nights. Now the deer are eating their way through the deer resistant plants -
e.g., devouring the arborvitae lately. | really can't believe that anyone
around RHEN is actually feeding the deer. If they did, they woul d have dozens
there every day.

If you can't relocate them we can't shoot them how about using sone birth
control? At least that would keep the herd at the sane size and gradual ly
decr easi ng over tine.

Qur associ ation has about 150 acres with about 40 in open land. | would estimate
the herd at maybe 50 in our area. Many of the deer |look stressed. It is pretty
comon to see 15 on a single lot at one tine and nore scattered as you drive
around the area. W don't |ike fences around each ot as we want to keep the
associ ation natural | ooking.

When | noved into the nei ghborhood ten years ago, it was relatively rare to see
a deer, but nowit is certain you'll see sone every day.

Anyway, |et ne know about the birth control idea.
Thanks,

St eve Lange
Round H || Estates North President

----- Oiginal Message-----

From John Krause [nailto:]jkrause@Ifg. ca. gov]

Sent: Monday, February 27, 2006 4:35 PM

To: | bockus@onmoni nt erest. com

Subj ect: Re:nuisance wildlife, CA Code of Regs, Title 14. and CA Fi shand
Gane Code

Li sa, as we di scussed, below is sone useful info.

There are two nmain ways | aws regardi ng natural resources are addressed.
California Code of Regulations, Title 14. Natural Resources, Division 1

For Fish and Gane Conmi ssion/Dept. of Fish and Gane and California Fish and Gane
Code.

I don't knowif getting specific regulation and code | anguage is going to be
any nore useful than just stating what they say. Mst effective would be to
provi de suggestions for alleviating nuisance wildlife issues. The community
shoul d be able to alleviate nuisances by working together.

Basically, feeding wildlife is a bad idea since it is an attractive

nui sance, it nmakes themless wary, artificially increase their nunbers, and
since wildlife are unpredictable. Furthernore, feeding deer is

specifically prohibited in Title 14, Division 1 (FGC DFG regs), the rel evant
section is: Section 251.3. Prohibitions Against Feeding Big Gane.

Legal information would be available from
http://ww. | egi nfo.ca.gov/calaw. htm has a link to the Fish and Gane
Code.

I haven't been able to find a direct link to Title 14, Division 1



(FGC DFG regs), sorry.

Reconmmendat i ons for reduci ng nuisance wildlife issues:

First and forenost, ensure no one is feeding deer (or other wildlife).

Cont act nei ghbors and find out if anyone is feeding the deer directly.

O'ten where one person is having a nui sance probl em another may enjoy the
Deer and not consider them a nuisance, and may be feeding them It is

critical to not feed deer (or other wildlife for that nmatter). It creates an
attractive nui sance and can further augnment their natural reproductive ability
and can nmake the deer less wary. Keeping wildlife wary of people is very

i mportant.

Hazi ng or other "negative reinforcenent" can be very effective in

di scouragi ng deer. This will require sonme effort but may be very

ef fective over the long term especially as conunities undertake efforts
t oget her.

There are notion-activated sprinklers that hook up to a garden hose or

Can be installed in a standard plunbing high-pressure irrigation systens
available in many hardware stores that are reportedly very effective for

di scouraging wildlife. Alternatively, when deer are seen in one's yard,
repeatedly chasing themoff or even spraying themwith a hose may

di scourage themas well. Repetitionis inportant, as a few actions in isolation
will not result in a negative association

If a property is not fenced, we reconmend a fence be erected to protect

| andscapi ng- It needn't be expensive, and can be sinple t-posts and nesh
wire. It need not necessarily be erected around the entire property, but
rather only around the i nmedi ate area of the honme that one would like to
exclude the deer frombrowsing. This may be nore appropriate for planted
beds. Fences can be effective in keeping themout unless there is

somet hing in your garden they are specifically attracted to.

As for these suggestions to address nuisance wildlife, renenber that a

Key issue is to ensure no one in the neighborhood is feeding wildlife. This
can't be stressed enough, since it is not only an attractive nui sance,

it artificially increases their nunbers by increasing their reproductive
success. Along with comunity education of the issue for nei ghbors unaware

of the problemthat others are experiencing, if there is a conmunity

group that can be used as a neans of informng residents and inplenenting a

| arge-scale, long-termeffort, 1'd suggest devel opi ng sone sort of

feeding prohibitions. Maybe this could be added to CC&s or other policies. A
conmmuni ty approach will be instrunental in any |ong-term solution

When t he above recommendati ons are not sufficient and there is

Denonstrabl e property danmage that can be verified by DFG a depredation permt
can be applied for, which would allow take of the offending deer. This is
Covered under Title 14, Section 401, and in Fish and Gane Code 4181.5 but is
More intended and appropriate for agricultural settings, rather than in
urban/residential areas since discharge of firearns is typically

prohibited in city limts, which is regulated by the police departnments and
sheriff's office. Furthernore, in a residential setting in the bay area, | would
expect there to be strong, vocal opposition to |ethal control

Rel ocation of deer is not an option, as | discussed with you and Tom
Bl ankenshi p described to you in earlier email conmunication



If there are questions on what's described, you or other individuals nmay
contact ne.
Regar ds-

John Krause
Associate WIldlife Biologist, East Bay and Marin Unit

CA Dept. of Fish and Gane
Region 3 (Central Coast)
P. O Box 2949

San Ansel no, CA 94979

O ficelfax (415) 454-8050



