July 27 2016

RECEIVI:o

AUG 0 2 2016
Mary Enilan

City of Belvedere

Manager City Hall
Belvedere, CA 94920

In reference to the deer sitution Please be aware of my concerns:
1. There are no known ways to remove deer to a distant location without killing them or subjecting
them to aquite duress.
2.

The current contractor cost is a redicules $ 1000.+/- per deer.

3.

I do not want any one on my residence with out permisson.

4.

My gate is always locked open to allow all animals to enter.

Sincerely,

·~~~
_. ~~G.Cru,{;p4{1<

RECEIVED
August 3, 2016

AUG 03 2016
City of Belvedere

Dear Honorable Members of the Belvedere City Council,
I have been a homeowner for 45 years in Belvedere and my parents lived in Tiburon
and Belvedere for 68 years before me. I care deeply about the community and it's
wildlife. After learning of the City Council's ridiculous idea of sterilizing deer in
order to manage the currently overabundant and rapidly increasing deer population
I felt compelled to offer a more realistic solution to the problem. My
recommendation will reduce the number of deer immediately without expense to
the City.
I believe the deer population can be managed effectively by allowing archery
hunters like my son to harvest deer in a safe, humane, and ethical manner. Deer can
be archery hunted safely in certain areas of our community and the population
reduced to carrying capacity. This will result in a healthier deer population and will
prevent deer from overpopulating and migrating into less desirable areas where
they become a nuisance.
I have consulted with my son who is a hunter. He has 40 seasons of experience
archery hunting deer. He is a master with a bow and arrow and a fantastic wild
game cook. He has worked with hunters and helped to manage deer populations on
private ranches and public lands for his entire life and has hunted deer all over the
United States. He was taught to be a mindful and skilled hunter by his father who is
a well-known environmentalist and biologist who has contributed greatly to our
nation's wildlife.
Deer hunting season is on now and extends into mid-September. Please contact me
as soon as possible so that we may discuss the details of my proposal and begin to
resolve Tiburon and Belvedere's overpopulation of deer now.
Respectfully,
Barbara Hames
530-77 4-5566

Alison Foulis - City Clerk
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Ganz, Peter <Peter.Ganz@ucsf.edu>
Wednesday, August 03, 2016 8:25 PM
Alison Foulis - City Clerk
Mimi; Ganz, Peter
opposition to deer sterilization
Signatures as of 8-3-2016 Against Deer Sterilization.pdf

August 3, 2016
Members and Staff of the City Council
City of Belvedere, CA 94920
Dear Members and Staff of the City Council,
We are strongly opposed to the proposed deer sterilization program in the City of Belvedere. As you may recall, we have
sent a letter to Dr. Anthony DeNicola requesting that he not visit our city, if extended an invitation. This letter was
signed initially by 22 residents of Belvedere. We currently have 72 signatures from Belvedere residents and the number
is growing. We will keep you updated.
From the opponents to the deer sterilization proposal in the City of Belvedere, signed in the attachment.
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June 17, 2016
Dr. Anthony DeNicola
White Buffalo, Inc.
Regarding: Opposition to your visit to Belvedere, CA to discuss deer sterilization
Dear Dr. DeNicola,
We are concerned citizens of Belvedere, California, vehemently opposed to your planned visit to our city. It is
our understanding that you have been approached by 5 members of our community, informally known as the
"Belvedere Deer Committee", to make a presentation about deer sterilization on July 27, 2016. We believe that
your visit is unnecessary and unwelcome for several reasons:
1) We have all the information we need from your presentation before the Fairfax City Council. We have
watched your presentation on deer sterilization to the Fairfax City Council from June 10, 2013. It was thorough
and even graphic. It provided us with all the information we need to make a decision. Notably, we were .
HORRIFIED by the callousness that you and the members of the Fairfax City Council showed that day. Your most
inappropriate, light-hearted laughter at what we consider cruelty to animals astounded us. Unless your current
views are diametrically opposed to those that you expressed in Fairfax (which is doubtful), we strongly
discourage you from coming to our community. We do not need another presentation similar to the one in
Fairfax.
2) Features of our community that make your method of sterilization ill-advised. Over 90% percent of our
community consists of private land. No one is allowed to enter our private land without explicit authorization of
the owner, except under police or fire emergency conditions. Specifically, one could not enter our private land
with the intent of retrieving a deer that has been tranquilized without explicit permission from the homeowner.
We anticipate, based on extensive conversations, that many homeowners in our city will deny you and your
team entry to their private land. As you cannot control on whose land a deer comes to rest after being darted,
your proposal woul.d create extremely unsafe conditions for any tranquilized deer that could not be attended to.
3) Lack of meaningful data on the number of deer. There are no good data on the numbers of deer in our city
and their trend over time. Capt. Cindy Machado of the Marin Humane Society stated before the Belvedere City
Council that "the population of deer in Belvedere has not grown - it has remained the same for many years.
The number of deer-related calls from the Belvedere area to both Marin Humane Society and WildCare hotlines
has remained the same. The number of reported auto accidents related to deer has also not increased." It is
quite possible that, currently, your sterilization solution may be in need of a problem. At the most recent
Belvedere City Council meeting on June 13, 2016, it was decided to hire an independent expert (someone other
than White Buffalo) to conduct an accurate deer count and to make recommendations based on those numbers.
In the absence of an accurate deer count, any solution would be premature.
4) Strong opposition from Marin Humane Society and WildCare to your sterilization plan. These two local
organizations are important pillars in our community. They are familiar with the deer issues in our area. They
questioned both the necessity for and the efficacy of your sterilization plan. You can find their statement in the

Marin Independent Journal, June 5, 2016, in an article titled "Marin Voice: Sterilizing deer won't solve
Belvedere's problem". {http://www.marinij.com/article/N0/20160605/LOCALl/160609926 )
5) Deer sterilization as research? State regulations permit deer sterilization only as part of a properly designed
and carefully conducted research protocol. It is inescapable that not one member of the Fairfax City Council
asked you a single question about your research. It appeared that they simply wanted this deer sterilization
done under the pretense of doing research. They did not ask about any specifics of your research including its
scientific background/history, purpose, testable hypotheses, scientific methodology (including any statistical
methods) and any expected results. They did not ask about the innovation, impact or significance of this
proposed research, which are standard questions were your research ever reviewed by your scientific peers. ·
They did not seem to care that the deer count you performed was based largely on a guess and was not
necessarily accurate. They did not ask whether your research is approved by any animal welfare committee. It
seemed obvious that you and they adopted the lingo about conducting "research" largely or solely for the
purpose of gaining the state's approval while providing a commercial service. It was appalling.
6) Concern about the safety of your deer sterilization program. There is valid concern that your deer mortality
rates are likely underestimates. You have stated your capture/surgical mortality as low, although it was ~~ported
as <10% at the National Institutes of Health, Bethesda, MD site and <5% in Cincinnati, OH, numbers which are
not necessarily low. We assume that these numbers are from the time of darting to the time of release after
surgery. What ascertainment methods are you using to track deaths from surgical complications that occur days
to weeks and even months after surgery? We are distrustful of the mortality and morbidity numbers your report
as we doubt the veracity of your scientific methods.
7) Community divided. You have stated in the past that you would not perform sterilization in communities
which lacked a consensus about performing this procedure. Accordingly, you should be aware that our
community is deeply divided on this issue, with most residents attending the last city council meeting on June
13, 2016 vehemently opposed to your deer sterilization program.
For all of these and other reasons, we discourage you from visiting our community to discuss your deer
sterilization program.
Sincerely,
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Alison Foulis - City Clerk
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Patricia Epp <patriciaepp@aol.com>
Thursday, August 04, 2016 7:28 AM
Alison Foulis - City Clerk
NANCY
Deer Steralization

Dear Alice,
I am opposed to deer sterilization in the manner to which they wish to accomplish this endeavor. What is wrong with
working with the Wildlife people in doing it in a more humane manner? The proposed way could cause infection with a
prolonged and painful death to the animal.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Patricia K Epp

Sent from my iPad
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The Honorable James Campbell
and Members of the City Council
City of IZJBelvedere,
Belvedere, CA
Subject: Deer population in Belvedere
Dear Mr. Mayor and Members of the City Council,
As you may know, I was a member of the first Belvedere Deer
Committee which disbanded seven years ago after studying the
deer population in Belvedere for approximately one year. At the
end of our studies our committee found that the best way to deal
with what some deemed "an overpopulation of deer" was fencing
off of areas of vegetation in our gardens that we wanted to protect
from the deer grazing and planting of plants that the deer did not
normally eat.
Many residents of our city did just that, including myself. I put soft
fencing around my orchid garden, and hard fencing around a
section in my garden where I wanted to grow plants that they
would normally eat. The rest of my garden resembles a park
where deer, skunks, a red foxx birds, cats, and raccoons are free to
roam. I am very fond of wildlife and find that seeing them from my
windows enriches my daily life. If I hadn't felt this way, I could
have put a higher fence around my entire property.
Today we hear many anecdotal stories about the deer - deer and
dogs, deer and automobiles, deer and plants, etc. - but, since many
have put up fencing and planted what the deer do not eat, I believe
that there are fewer deer today than there were seven years ago.
Certainly there are fewer in my garden. It has been suggested that
we do a deer count, but, since a proper deer count was not done
seven or eight years ago, we will not know if their numbers have
increased or decreased.
One important consideration is this: If every last deer were to be
somehow removed from our city, more would come as long as we

have open borders by land and by sea! The deer come here to eat,
and they will go away if there is not enough to eat.
There is only one sure way to keep the deer out of Belvedere that I
can think of and I am sure the people of this dose and fine
community would not want that to happen. If the city built an 8'
wall around the island, the deer , if they were first lured away,
would probably not return!

19~~~

Virginia Doyle
10 Tamalpais Circle, IZ!Belvedere
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August 4, 2016
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City of Belvedere

City Council Members
City of Belvedere
Belvedere, CA 94920
RE: Deer Sterilization Proposal
Dear City Council Members,
I have reviewed the minutes of the May 9 and June 13, 2016 City Council meetings. I
have read the submissions, including letters, unattributed and attributed past
postings from Next Door Belvedere, solicited letters, and reforwarded letters, mostly
from a group of individuals who share a point of view, and who, as friends of the
former Mayor, were allowed to present themselves as representative of the entire
community in discussions with White Buffalo, Inc. as well as the Department of Fish
and Wildlife. This group of individuals chose not to consult with our contractual
partner, the Marin Humane Society, nor our local Wildlife experts at Wildcare.
I object to the proposed surgical sterilization of does on the grounds that (1) the
proposed approach has not been shown to be effective, (2) the rationale for the
program does not square with the science, and (3) this is not a humane way to treat
these animals.
In response to the doe sterilization proposal, I am submitting the following, most of
which can be gleaned from scientific publications addressing aspects of deer
management issues:
Known Consequences of Doe Sterilization: Increased Deer-Vehicle Collisions
Multiple studies have found that "sterilized females had significantly higher deervehicle collision mortality rates when compared to a control group of fertile
females." (Boulanger, 2012. p. 276, 278 )
In fact, this finding is so widely accepted, that the Pennsylvania Game Commission,
in its 2016 rejection of Dr. DeNicola's proposal for surgical sterilization stated:
"Dr. DeNicola has suggested that 30-40% of deer mortality occurring during
the "study" may be expected to occur via deer-vehicle collisions as per studies
elsewhere. Deer vehicle collision is not an acceptable or humane method of
population reduction/control." (Pennsylvania Bureau of Wildlife Management
February5, 2016 letter.p.2.)
Evidently, if the overarching concern is reducing the deer population, then increased
deer-vehicle collisions (DVCs) is one way to get closer to that goal. Not everyone

agrees that this is a desirable approach, however, as the Cornell University Study
comments:
Considering that each DVC has an economic impact of approximately $2,600 or
more ... our radio-collared deer may have been responsible for [greater than]
$80,000 worth of property damage on personal vehicles alone. However,
when accounting for human injuries or fatalities, scene attendance or
investigation, and carcass removal, costs per DVC may double, but emotional
costs are unmeasurable ... Here we note the contradiction of sterilization as a
humane alternative to hunting or culling, given that managers must rely on DVCs
to reduce deer numbers ... (Cornell Study p. 19)
Size of the Deer Population in Belvedere
Currently available statistics from the Marin Humane Society suggest a very
different picture of Belvedere's deer population than that presented in the proposal.
Reviewing the Belvedere Deer Field Response Calls, we find that there were nearly
twice as many dead/injured/trapped deer retrieved by the Marin Humane Society in
2010 as there were in 2015. In fact, the 2010 numbers are very out of line with other
years, which may support the expert opinion of Wildlife expert Professor Dale
McCullough, articulated in his 2008 correspondence to Jeff Dreier, the consultant to
the 2009 Deer Committee:
In my experience, urban deer do not reach a level and stay there, but fluctuate
greatly, for unknown reasons. The deer on the Monterey Peninsula have been
going up and down for decades, and the deer in El Cerrito/Kensington peaked
in 1995, declined greatly thereafter, and are just now showing the signs of a
possible increase again. (November 21, 2008 email from Professor Dale
McCullough to Jeff Dreier, WRA)
The number of deer in Belvedere today is unknown. In 2009 the number of deer in
Belvedere was also unknown. The assertion that we have 100 deer in Belvedere,
while a convenient misrepresentation, has no evidentiary foundation. Wildcare and
the Marin Humane Society have stated that the population in Belvedere has not
grown.
Regarding the proposed deer count: perhaps we should revisit the City of Belvedere
Study from 2009 which states:
"The dense vegetation, development, and topography of the community
contribute to conditions that make an accurate population count difficult, if
not infeasible. (page 3)
Standard deer survey techniques, such as survey transects and spotlighting,
are considered inappropriate for Belvedere due to limited property access, and
significantly reduced line-of-sight due to walls, fences, vegetation, and
topography." (p.13)

Not surprisingly, it is the same conditions listed above which would significantly
increase the risk of darting deer on the Belvedere terrain. Fleeing darted deer
(including fawns) could be expected to hurt themselves, residents, and/or property
from the moment they are darted until they are unconscious, 10-12 minutes later.
Dr. DeNicola stated that AFTER 3 minutes, the deer starts to get "a little dozy, like
they have been drinking too much." After about 4-6 minutes they start losing their
balance. (Fairfax City Council Meeting December 10, 2013)
This precise timeline and Belvedere's hilly terrain, lanes, and existing fencing would
create an inhumane and unpredictable scenario.
Failure of Surgical Sterilization to Reduce Populations
Current scientific publications support the Pennsylvania Game Commission Director
of the Bureau of Wildlife Management's statement that
" ... a substantial and growing body of evidence indicates that sterilization is
not an effective method for control of suburban deer populations." (PA ltr
April 8, 2016)
This "substantial" body of evidence includes the Cornell University Study entitled
"An Integrated Approach for Managing White-Tailed Deer in Suburban
Environments":
"Results from theoretical studies and the Cornell experience do not bode well
for the feasibility of surgical sterilization as the sole tool for reducing highdensity, open deer populations.
In affluent communities which can absorb the high cost of surgical
sterilization, the authors caution that these communities "should be prepared
to only achieve small reductions in number. However, they may not see longterm success, even over 10 years or more, unless immigration can be
controlled ... " (Cornell Study p. 21)
Members of the 2009 Deer Committee were apprised of the multipoint entries for
deer entering Belvedere, including swimming from Sausalito, Tiburon, and Angel
Island, and walking into Belvedere from the open space and other locations on the
Tiburon Peninsula. The assertion that deer in Belvedere are confined is not
supported by the evidence.
The Lyme Disease Scare
Perhaps this is the most disingenuous justification for darting, anesthetizing, and
surgically removing the ovaries of our local does.
We need to review the statistics once again. How significant is the threat of Lyme
Disease? The California Department of Public Health reported a total of 6 cases of

confirmed Lyme Disease in 2014 in ALL of Marin County. The latest research on
Western Black-legged Ticks in the SF Bay Area found that nymphs are more likely to
transmit the bacterium which can lead to Lyme Disease if not adequately treated.
The percentage of nymphs found to carry the bacterium ranged from 5-15%. The
number of adult ticks which were infected with the bacterium is less than 5%. The
bacterium is in the blood of small rodents, including western gray squirrels. (Salkeld
studies)
Thus, if the objective is to reduce the risk of Lyme, we would focus on the ticks as
well as the rodents which enable the ticks to be infected, and preventively on
community education. Sterilizing deer would still enable them to host adult ticks.
Conclusion
Surgical sterilization of does (as well as the darting and capturing of their male and
female fawns) in Belvedere will not achieve the stated objective of reducing the
number of deer. Community education and follow-up, as recommended in the 2009
Deer Committee Report, is our best path forward.
Respectfully yours,

&~ /°~t:tCif/<-(..4£,>£-L
Cathy Beaulieu
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Alison Foulis - City Clerk
From: wslevison@aol.com [mailto:wslevison@aol.com]
Sent: Friday, August 05, 2016 9:28 AM
To: Mary Neilan - City Manager; Bob McCaskill - Councilmember; Claire McAuliffe - Councilmember; Nancy Kemnitzer Councilmember; James Campbell - Mayor; Martymwinter@cityofbelvedere.org
Subject: The deer in Belvedere

We have been in the group of original complainants of the deer problem in Belvedere for at
least 10 years, and are disappointed in the continuing reluctance of the city to deal effectively with the
issue. We are 53 year owners and residents of our home and have thus had a very long time to
witness the effect of the increasing numbers of deer on our own property.
The deer have in groups of 1-4 leapt onto our flat roof from our street side carport, causing
damage to the roof. The steep hillside surrounding the house is being eroded by continual
passage. The ivy surrounding the house and providing stability of soil during the rainy season has
been eaten down to the bare vines. Full grown bucks come down our stairway from the street and
hang out by our kitchen and front doors.
We have pledged financial support for the proposed sterilization program. We would also be in
support of other measures of control, including killing an agreed upon number by skilled
hunters. Regardless of the accuracy and difficulty of counting the actual number of deer on the
island, the fact is that what we have is too many. The sentimental Bambi picture held by some
members of our community has held sway for too long, and a more rational view of the problem
should be acted upon by our elected officials.
Walter and Mimi Levison
210 Bayview Avenue
Belvedere
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