Managing
Deer Within
Suburban
Communities

Does your community have a deer problem?

One challenge for many community leaders is determining whether their community
has a deer problem. In many situations, deer tend to impact certain neighborhoods
more than others. This often causes varying opinions between residents on the local
deer population. Community leaders should first begin by attempting to identify the
level of impact within their community.

What is the best approach for your
community to monitor local deer impacts?

It is important to focus on monitoring the impacts, rather than the number of deer
within a community. Deer can have both biological impacts (ex. impact to forest health)
and social impacts (ex. deer-vehicle collisions) within a community. Some items to
consider monitoring to better understand the impacts of deer include:

e Monitoring deer-vehicle collisions, both in number and location, over time.
e Hiring a naturalist or botanist to survey/estimate deer impacts to natural areas.
e Recording complaints of landscape damage.

* Surveying residents to express their opinions of deer within the community.

For more information, visit mi.gov/deer




Managing
Deer Within
Suburban'
Communities

Once your community has decided there is
a problem with deer, what should you do?

¢ Contact a local biologist to discuss available options. (Visit mi.gov/wildlife to find a list
of wildlife biologists.)
* Cost effective and efficient methods are typically proposed as initial actions for
communities to consider.
* Fencing, repellents, prohibiting recreational feeding, and hunting are all options
that are worth considering to mitigate deer impacts within your community.
* Review local ordinances that may contribute towards or alleviate deer conflicts.
e Feeding can artificially concentrate deer in a small area. Ordinances that
prevent feeding of deer may help alleviate some problem areas within
the community.
e Many solutions to resolving deer conflicts include removing the animals from
the community. A review of ordinances that prohibit the discharge of firearms
or archery equipment is prudent.

As a community, what else should be done?

¢ |tis strongly encouraged that community leaders hold public meetings on the topic of
deer management prior to any decisions being made.
* |f your community wishes to pursue non-traditional techniques, such as

sharpshooting, to address deer conflicts, a comprehensive plan will need to be
developed and presented to the DNR for approval.
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Lethal Management Considerations

Often, the best approach for long-term deer management in suburban areas is the
implementation of lethal techniques, resulting in the immediate removal of deer from
the population. If continued year-to-year, this approach can prove to be an effective
permanent solution to suburban deer issues. Communities are encouraged to estimate
support before beginning lethal removal, as these approaches can be controversial. Two
of the most common practices are managed hunts and sharpshooting.

A managed hunt is a specialized hunt, generally with added restrictions, designed

to meet the needs and objectives of communities. These limits may include limiting
hunter numbers and equipment, restricting days or times to hunt, requiring shooting
proficiency tests, and more. A managed hunt generally has some oversight within the
community, as well as a reporting requirement to assist with safety measures. These
hunts also require the purchase of licenses by hunters participating.

Sharpshooting, unlike a managed hunt, requires the deployment of experienced
marksmen to quickly and efficiently remove deer from an area. This method is

often employed where other methods are ineffective or in areas with limited access.
Sharpshooting is typically done by using center-fire rifles. Compared to other deer
management techniques, sharpshooting can be relatively costly, though remains highly
effective in terms of number of deer removed over short periods of time.

For more information visit: www.mi.gov/deer l
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To help guide communities in considering each approach:

Managed Hunt

» A review of local ordinances and authority to
implement hunting should be conducted.

Hunts should be timed to coincide with statewide
deer hunting seasons to increase efficiency and
timeliness.

+ A hunt manager should be assigned to oversee
details of the program.

Safety for participants and non-participants is
the top priority during an urban managed hunt.
Communities may want to limit equipment to
short-ranged projectiles.

It is recommended that some sort of proficiency
exam be passed to verify the competency of the
hunters participating.

All hunters should participate in a brief
informative session outlining the conditions or
restrictions of participating in the hunt, the safety
and visibility concerns of hunting within the
community, overall conduct and appearance, etc.

Hunt managers may wish to add restrictions to
hunters that favor the taking of antlerless deer.

Hunt managers may want to develop or adopt a
liability waiver or form.

Hunters should be assigned hunt locations and/
or dates, depending on restrictions and program
structure. It may also be prudent to inform
landowners if private lands are involved.

e The hunt manager is encouraged to compile
all relevant data to evaluate the success of the
program and have this information publicly
available for all to see and access.

Sharpshooting

Safety is a top priority with deer removal, so a
community hiring sharpshooters should pursue
individuals or groups with a demonstrated safety
record and proficiency.

Sharpshooting with specialized equipment is
authorized by permit only, issued by the DNR.

Costs associated with sharpshooting are the
responsibility of the permittee.

Liability and safety of all sharpshooting efforts
are the responsibility of the permittee.

Donation of all venison from removed deer
should be donated to local or nearby food
shelters.

Baiting to attract deer for removal efficiency can
be permitted by the DNR.

Conducting sharpshooting efforts in the winter is
most likely to increase efficiency of removal.

Humane euthanasia should be a priority. Deer
shot in the brain are considered humanely
euthanized by the AVMA, with cervical vertebrae
and heart secondary options when safe head
shots are not possible. Sharpshooters are
encouraged to humanely dispatch deer.

Equipment used for removal of deer should be
powerful enough to humanely and instantly
dispatch deer, while limiting safety concerns for
community residents. Projectile size, frangibility,
trajectory, and shooting locations should all be
considered when implementing a sharpshooting
program.

. |
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Planting Deer-Resistant Plants

Deer enjoy a variety of plants in their diet and tend to show preference for certain foods so long as
they are available. Planting certain deer-repelling plants, while avoiding plants which are preferred
by deer is one strategy to help reduce or eliminate landscape damage by browsing. These lists are
meant to serve as a general guide when helping to aid landscaping decisions, but should not replace
recommendations by local horticultural experts.

Trees shrubs and vmes that are seldom damaged by deer"'

Alder (Gray, Hazel)

Alnus incana, Alnus serrulata

Tamarack

Larlx Iarlcma

Servrce berry

Amelanchler spp

Droopmg Leucothoe

Leucothoe fontcmes:ana

VBIVack Chokeberry o Aronia melanocarpa Spicebush Lmdem benzom
ﬁPawpaw V uAs:rr»una trl/oba Tuir;:I:ree L/;edendron tullplfera
Barberry - Berber:s spp. - Magnolla - l;c;gnolm gmndlflora
;Paper Blrcrr - WBetuIa papyrlfera - B Bayberry a 7 Myrlca o o
“ Boxwood = rBuxus spp ; Sweetgum - | Liqui

Amerlcan Horn beam Carpmus carol:mana

quuldambar styraaf/ua

Eastern Hop Hornbeam

Ostrya virginiana

Amerlcan Blttersweet 77 Celastrus scandens Spruce Picea spp.

7Eastern Red bud ) Cerc15 canadenSIS Japanese Prerls S VPIelV’IVS Japor‘r/"caﬁr
Leatherleaf NChamaedaphne calyculata Pine o - quusi;p;bv -

| Dogwood R | Cornus spp. - - A;pen 7 VPopqus spp 7

| Hawthorn ; Crataegus spp rr_ﬂocust (Blaei( I-roney) :Robmla spp

liussmn uOIrve - Elaeagnus angust:fol:a Elderberry Sambucus canadensr.s” ”
:Xmerlcan Beecﬁ o dFagus grand/folm - .rksasrsafras gé;safms albidum .
A;h - HFraxmus spp. Elm - Ulmus Sppﬁ

American Holly

llex opaca

Arrowwood (Southern)

Viburnum dentatum

Mountain Laurel

Kalmia latifolia

American Cranberry Bush

Viburnum trilobum

* Certain species may prove more palatable within a specific genus



Trees, shrubs, and vines that are preferred and frequently damaged by deer#*:

Common Name Latin Name Common Name Latin Name
Fir Abies spp. Honeysuckle Lonicera spp.
Maple Acer spp. Magnolia Magnolia grandiflora
Horse-Chestnut Aesculus hippocastanum | Apple Malus spp.

Barberry Berberis spp. Sweet Mock Orange Philadelphus coronarius
Trumpet Creeper Campsis radicans White Pine Pinus strobus

Dogwood Cornus spp. Cherry Prunus avium

American Hazlenut Corylus americana Firethorn Pyracantha coccinea

Smokebush

Cottinus coggygria

Bradford/Callery Pear

Pyrus calleryana

Bush Cinquefoil Dasiphora fruticosa Oak Quercus spp.
Winged Euonymus Euonymus alatus Rhododendron Rhododendron spp.
Forsythia Forsythia spp. Sumac Rhus spp.

Witch Hazel Hamamelis virginiana Willow Salix spp.

English Ivy Hedera helix European Mountain Ash Sorbus aucuparia
Hydrangea Hydrangea macrophylla Lilac Syringa spp.

Rose of Sharon Hibiscus syriacus Yew Taxus spp.

Holly llex spp. Cedars/Arborvitae Thuja spp.
Juniper Juniperus spp. Basswood Tilia spp.
European Larch Larix decidua Hemlock Tsuga canadensis
Privet Ligustrum spp. Viburnum Viburnum spp.

* Certain species may prove more palatable within a specific genus.

# List is not comprehensive. Other trees, vines, and shrubs may be frequently damaged by deer browsing.




Plants (flowers) that are seldom damaged by deer*:

Common Name

Latin Name

Common Name

Latin Name

Yarrow Achillea millefolium Lavender Lavandula spp.
Monkshood ~' Aconitum napellus Prairie Blazing Star Liatris pycnostach;/a
ﬂAg rimony Agrimonia eupatoria Wild Lupine Lupinés perennis
Wildm(;olumbine ” Aquilegia cénadensis Bugleweed Lycopus virginicus
Milkweed” - Asclepias spp. Lemon Mlnt Monarda citrioc;oif;;
7Butterfly Weed Asclepias tub;fgga = Mint Mentha spp.

Blue Wild Indigo

Baptisa australis

Monkey Flower

Mimulus aurantiacus

Bluebeard Caryopteris spp. Bergamont Monarda fistulosa

Lily of the Vaiiey Convallaria majjé}fs Bee Balm Monarda spp.
~Cc’:>reopsis B Coreopsis sph. Daffodil Narcissus spp.

Crocus 77 Crocus sativus Catnip Nepeta catar/; VV
VLarkspur Delphinirbrlm spp. Evening Prir;fose Oenothera biénnis VVVVV
Common Foxglove Digitalis purpurea Pachysandra Pachysandra terminalis
Purple Cornflower Echinacea purpuréamw | Wild Quinine Parthenium integrifolium
Rattlesnake Master Eryngium yuccifolium Beardtongue Penstemon spp.

Joe Pye Weed

Eutrochium purpureum

Obedient Plant

Physostegia virginiana

Queen of the Prairie

Filipendula rubra

Christmas Fern

Polystichum acrostichoides

Fritillaria Fritillaria meleagris Heal-All Prunella vulgaris

Geran}ﬁm : Pelargonium spp. | BIack—Eyed Susan Rudbeckia hirta ;
Daylilies '* Hemefééa//is spp. - Sprimr!a»e; - Spiraea japonica

Bluebell 7 Hyacinthoides non-scripta | New England Aster Symphyotrichum novae-angliae
Hysrsiop Hyssopus officinalis Common MuII;: Verbascum thapsus o
Spotted Dead netﬂe Léﬁ;;um rﬁéculatum Yuccé W Yucca filamentosa :
Bleeding Heart Dicentra spp. Zinnia Zinnia elegans

* Certain species may prove more palatable within a specific genus




