DEER FENCING TASK FORCE COMMITTEE
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 14, 2018, 3:00 P.M.
BELVEDERE CITY HALL – COUNCIL CHAMBERS
450 SAN RAFAEL AVENUE
BELVEDERE, CALIFORNIA
AGENDA
3:00 PM

CALL TO ORDER

OPEN FORUM
This is an opportunity for any citizen to briefly address the Deer Fencing Task Force Committee
on any matter that does not appear on this agenda. Upon being recognized by the Chair, please
state your name, address, and limit your oral statement to no more than three minutes. Matters
that appear to warrant a more lengthy presentation or Committee consideration may be agendized
for further discussion at a later meeting.
SCHEDULED ITEMS
1. Approve minutes of the December 13, 2017, meeting.
2. Staff Report – Associate Planner Markwick.
3. Review the draft Deer Fencing Task Force Committee informational binder.
4. Review the proposed amendments regarding fencing requirements to the Belvedere
Municipal Code, Administrative Policy Manual and Exemption Handout.

ADJOURN

NOTICE: WHERE TO VIEW AGENDA MATERIALS
Staff reports and other writings distributed to the Committee, including those distributed after the posting date of this agenda, are
available for public inspection at Belvedere City Hall, 450 San Rafael Avenue, Belvedere. To request automatic mailing of agenda
materials, please contact the City Clerk at 415-435-8913.

NOTICE: AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT
The following accommodations will be provided, upon request, to persons with a disability: agendas and/or agenda packet
materials in alternate formats and special assistance needed to attend or participate in this meeting. Please make your request at
City Hall or by calling 415/435-3838. Whenever possible, please make your request four working days in advance.

Posted: 02/08/2018

DEER FENCING TASK FORCE COMMITTEE
WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 13, 2017, 3:00 P.M.
COUNCIL CHAMBERS
450 SAN RAFAEL AVENUE, BELVEDERE, CA
MINUTES
______________________________________________________
COMMITTEE PRESENT:

Harry Somerfield, Nancy Kemnitzer, Marsha Lasky and Chair
James Campbell

COMMITTEE ABSENT:

Roger Felton, Nena Hart

STAFF PRESENT:

Associate Planner Rebecca Markwick

CALL TO ORDER OF REGULAR MEETING
The meeting was called to order at 3:10 P.M.
OPEN FORUM
No one wished to speak.
SCHEDULED ITEMS
1. Approve minutes of the November 13, 2017, meeting.
Minutes were approved as presented.
2. Reports from sub-committees:
Chair Campbell and member Kemnitzer discussed that the binder will be finished by the
next meeting.
3. Discuss revisions to the Belvedere Municipal Code regarding fence requirements.
Committee members discussed draft changes to the code.
4. Discuss history of deer fence exemptions.
The Committee discussed the history of deer fence exemptions and how to approach
them in the future.
Adjourn
The meeting was adjourned at 4:30 PM.

Minutes of the Deer Fencing Task Force Committee Meeting
Wednesday, December 13, 2017
Page 2 of 2

THE FOREGOING MINUTES were approved at a meeting of the Deer Fencing Task Force
Committee on ___________________, by the following vote:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:
APPROVED:___________________________
James Campbell, Chair
ATTEST:_________________________________
Irene Borba, Dir. of Planning & Building

CITY OF BELVEDERE

Memorandum

TO:

Deer Fence Task Force Committee

FROM:

Rebecca Markwick, Associate Planner

DATE:

February 14, 2018

SUBJECT:

Consider and make recommendations on proposed Zoning Ordinance
Amendments related to fencing; and consider and make recommendations
regarding the removal of temporary deer fences.

RECOMMENDATION
This staff report summarizes the activities of the Deer Fence Task Force Committee and
seeks direction from the Committee on the items to be brought to the Planning
Commission, and subsequently the City Council for approval. Staff recommends that the
Committee review all of the information presented, consider public comment, and make
recommendations to the Planning Commission on the proposed Ordinance revisions related
to fencing, and issues related to enforcing the removal of temporary deer fences.
BACKGROUND/HISTORY
The deer population in the City of Belvedere presents various challenges to the community,
as deer frequently trample and eat landscaping and gardens. The impacts from deer tend
to become more pronounced in times of drought, as the animals work harder to find food
and water.
In response to these challenges, the City Council held six public hearings in 2016 to receive
public comment and discuss issues related to deer management. The meetings were well
attended and members of the public expressed a range of concerns and possible solutions.
Two points of agreement for managing deer impacts are: 1) the need for effective fencing;
and 2) the use of deer resistant plants for landscaping.
The Deer Fence Task Force Committee was formed to consider suggestions for deer
resistant landscaping and to make recommendations for fences to deter deer from entering
properties. Correspondingly, discussions also focused on the need to ensure that such
fences were aesthetically appropriate for the community and did not significantly block
views or create a “walled” in effect. Additionally, the Committee discussed options for the
effective design and type of fencing, such as non-perimeter fences, angled fences,
landscaping used as fencing or the use of invisible fencing with sonic devices.
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The Committee was tasked with reviewing and evaluating the:
 Current fencing regulations contained within the Belvedere
Municipal Code, and to consider alternatives.
 The staff exemption for deer fencing.
 Design criteria & standards for deer fencing, and to provide
direction and suggest a permitting process for deer fencing.
Goals of the Deer Fence Task Force
Early on, the Committee established Committee goals which were to: (1) Examine
properties that are impossible or impracticable to fence and test different types of fencing
on the properties; (2) review different types of fencing (for example, traditional versus nontraditional fencing); and (3) review the planning process for fencing (for example,
exemptions, design review, height requirements, materials etc.).
Summary of Committee Recommendations
1.
Fence Design and Landscaping review; Resource Binder.
The Committee reviewed numerous fencing options to determine fence designs that it felt
were both effective for deer prevention and aesthetically appropriate for the City. These
fences include traditional and non-traditional fencing alternatives. Committee members
also walked around the community to review deer resistant landscaping that works
aesthetically and practically for the community.
Additionally, the Committee evaluated properties that appeared impossible or impractical
to fence, and developed suggested solutions for those properties should residents be
interested, such as non-perimeter fencing. Non-perimeter fencing proved to be cost
effective as well as aesthetically pleasing option to prevent deer from entering properties
As a result of its review, the Committee created a binder with photos demonstrating fence
design suggestions that it feels are appropriate for the community and that will help reduce
deer impacts. The binder also contains various deer-resistant planting suggestions. The
binder provides new fencing and landscaping options for residents with temporary deer
fencing.
The binder may serve as a resource for residents who are interested in exploring various
fencing and landscape options that may fit well within the community and can help mitigate
deer impacts. The Committee suggested that the binder information be available both on
the City’s website and at the Planning counter. Please note that fence projects and
applicable landscaping remain subject to the Design Review process. The binder will be
available at the Committee meeting for review.

2

2.
Municipal and Administrative Code Review Relating to Fences.
The Committee also completed a thorough review of the Municipal Code provisions and
Planning processes related to fences.
A fence is defined as “any structural device forming a physical barrier which divides or
partitions open space by means of wood, mesh, metal, chain, stake, plastic or other similar
material, and includes a solid wall or hedge as defined in Section 8.28.020 of this Code, or
any combination thereof used as a fence.” The Code does not include a definition of a
separate category of “deer” fence.
Fences
are
regulated
through
Section
19.48.190
of
the
BMC
(http://www.cityofbelvedere.org/DocumentCenter/Home/View/437), and are permitted in
any yard and are permitted to up to a height of six (6’) feet. The Code also allows for
decorative elements on fencing for an additional six inches (6”) in height at reasonable
intervals. Fences are measured from Existing Grade.
In the R1L & R-2 zoning districts, fences may exceed six feet in height (6’) to a maximum
height of eight (8’) feet from Existing Grade, with decorative elements permitted up to six
inches higher at reasonable intervals, with design review approval, and based on
consideration of certain factors (Section 19.48.190 6(a)-(e).)
The Committee has drafted suggested Code and Administrative Policy changes for the
Planning Commission’s review and recommendation to the City Council. (Attachment 1).
The substantive suggested changes are detailed below along with staff comments and
requests for clarification, if applicable [new language in italics]. Clean-up draft Code
amendments are not included here.
a)
Definition of fence includes any structural device that is permanently
affixed to the ground and divides open space or adjacent properties. The Committee
suggests deleting the list of materials from which a fence can be made (i.e., wood, metal,
etc.). (Bel Mun. Code, § 19.08.200.)
b)
In the R1-L and the R-2 zoning districts, a fence in the rear yard setback
shall be limited to 4 feet in height for a minimum of 5 (linear) feet measured from the rear
property line. (Bel. Mun. Code, § 19.48.190(A)(4).) This proposed section clarifies
existing practice.
c)
A hedge may exceed the fence height limit where the extra height is agreed
upon by immediately adjacent neighbors, or if adjacent to City open space, by approval of
the
Director
of
Planning
and
Building.
(Bel.
Mun.
Code,
§ 19.48.190(A)(6).)
d)
Temporary deer barriers on street frontage are prohibited. (Bel. Mun.
Code, § 19.48.190(A)(8).)
e)
The Committee suggests amending the Administrative Policy Manual to
provide that temporary deer barriers, whether previously approved or not, do not constitute
an existing fence and any repair or replacement is subject to Design Review. (Admin.
Policy Manual, § 322.05.)

3

3.
Removal of Temporary Deer Fencing in Community.
The Committee reviewed all types of fencing in Belvedere and considered the implications
of temporary deer fencing, the “walled” effect and the necessity to protect resident’s
gardens. As a result of the Committees review of fencing the Committee determined that
changes to the Belvedere Municipal Code would alleviate the community from the
aesthetics of temporary deer fencing as well as protect against the “walled” in effect.
The Committee reviewed the administrative-level planning process that has been in place
for several years that exempts temporary deer fencing from Design Review. This
administrative deer fence exemption process was the result of a previous Deer Task Force
Committee in 2006.
Information related to the administrative deer fence exemption is contained in a brochure,
“Deer Fence Exemption Guidelines” (Attachment 2). The brochure provides that
temporary deer fencing conforming to the guidelines will be exempt from Design Review.
This Exemption applies to new “temporary fences” that are installed specifically to protect
landscaping from deer. There are certain design and height specifications for the deer
fencing to be Exempt from Design Review, as well as other criteria such as neighbor
approval. The brochure provides that fences are to be removed after two (2) years. No fee
is required for this process. There have been thirty-five (35) temporary deer fences
approved since 2010, and thirty (30) have exceeded the two-year period. The City has not
enforced the two (2) year expiration of the temporary deer fences. Additionally, there are
numerous temporary deer fences throughout the City that did not go through the deer fence
exemption process, and remain in place today.
The Committee found that the temporary deer fence exemption conflicted with some goals
set by the Committee because much of the temporary deer fencing is not attractive and
looks “temporary.”
The Committee discussed enforcement of the two-year limitation for the deer fence
exemption, and has requested staff’s recommendations regarding a plan on how to enforce
the removal of the fences that have exceeded the time limit. The Committee’s goal was to
have property owners remove the temporary deer fences and replace them with
“permanent” fences that comply with Design Review, should the owners wish to maintain
fencing. Alternatively, the property owner could remove the fence without replacement.
Staff points out that while there is a process to remove the temporary deer fences, it would
be a property owner’s choice whether to install a permanent fence.
a. Courtesy Letter to Remove Temporary Deer Fences.
Pursuant to the Committee’s discussion, staff suggests that the City send a courtesy
notice to those property owners who have maintained a temporary deer fence for
longer than two years. The letter would indicate that temporary deer fences were
only anticipated for the two-year period, and that because this deadline has been
exceeded, the fence should be removed. The letter would explain that the property
owner may apply for a new fence through the Design Review process, and that the
City would waive any associated fees.
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If the property owner does not comply with the courtesy letter and the City wishes
to require the removal of the temporary deer fence, the City would follow the Code
enforcement procedures in Chapter 1.14 explained below.
b. Enforcement to Require Removal of Temporary Deer Fencing.
The process to enforce City requirements and Code violations is Municipal Code
Chapter 1.14. 1 Pursuant to Chapter 1.14, the Director of Planning and Building
would issue a Compliance Order to the property owner indicating the nature of the
violation, the actions needed to correct the violation, and the time deadline to after
which administrative penalties will begin to accrue. (Bel. Mun. Code, § 1.14.030.)
Here, the Compliance Order would indicate that the temporary deer fence must be
removed, and that if the owner wishes to have a fence, the owner must apply for a
Design Review approval for a permanent fence. The City would waive any fees
related to such a Design Review application.
If the fence is not removed within the deadline, a public hearing before the City
Council is scheduled to consider the violation. (Bel. Mun. Code, § 1.14.050.) The
City Council hearing must be set for a date between 15-60 days of the notice. (Bel.
Mun. Code, 1.14.060.)
After conducting the public hearing, the City Council would make written findings,
supported by evidence, as to whether the temporary deer fence exemption was
violated by exceeding the two-year period. (Bel. Mun. Code, 1.14.070(B).)
If the City Council finds that a violation has occurred and was not corrected
pursuant to the Compliance Order, then the Council would issue an Administrative
Order which includes an order to correct the violation (i.e., remove the temporary
deer fence.) and may impose administrative penalties and/or administrative costs.
(Bel. Mun. Code, § 1.14.080.) 2
If the property owner fails to remove the deer fence pursuant to the Administrative
Order, the City may file and enforce a lien against the property. (Bel. Mun. Code,
§ 1.14.110.)
c. Issues to Consider Related to Requiring Removal of Temporary Deer Fencing.
Prior to moving forward with any enforcement process to remove temporary deer
fences, staff suggests evaluating its implications.
First, noted above, 35 properties have exempt temporary deer fences, 30 of which
have exceeded the two-year limit. Additionally, there are numerous other
“temporary” deer fences within the City that are not exempt nor approved.
1

Constitutional requirements provide that the State may not deprive a person of property without due
process of law, which includes a fair hearing. Chapter 1.14 complies with these Constitutional
requirements.
2
Administrative penalties may be up to $1,000 per violation not to exceed $200,000. (Bel. Mun. Code,
§ 1.14.090.) A property owner may seek review of the Administrative Order in Civil Court. (Bel. Mun.
Code, § 1.14.120.)
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Staff suggests that there may be public concern if the City were to require the
removal of the 30 temporary deer fences that have exceeded the two-year time,
while allowing the other unpermitted temporary deer fencing throughout the City
to remain. Staff seeks direction as to whether the Committee recommends enforcing
the removal of the 30 exempt fences, or whether it recommends enforcing the
removal of all existing temporary deer fencing within the City.
Second, given the process explained above required to enforce the removal of deer
fencing, staff notes that any program to remove such fencing will utilize significant
staff time. Considering the inherent staffing constraints of a small community such
as Belvedere, staff suggests that there are not sufficient resources to require the
removal of all deer fencing within the City within a short time period.
For example, if property owners did not comply with the courtesy notice asking
them to remove the temporary deer fencing, the City would face the choice of
bringing administrative Code Enforcement actions to require removal. Such Code
Enforcement actions take substantial staff time and may also result in City Council
public hearings.
Moreover, the time and expense of this process increases significantly if the City
were to enforce the removal of not only the exempt temporary deer fences, but all
deer fencing that was installed without approval. This process would also
necessarily involve staff identifying unapproved deer fences. Considerations
would be needed to prioritize fence removal.
The Committee tasked Staff at the December 13, 2017 meeting to review and come
up with a procedure on how to address the temporary deer fencing, as noted above.
Staff met with The Director of Planning and Building, The City Manager and the
Deputy City Attorney. As a result of those meetings Staff suggests that the best
approach to removing temporary deer fencing is to move forward with the
Belvedere Municipal Code Amendments. Instead of retro-actively fixing the
temporary deer fencing by implementing the procedure noted above, Staff suggest
moving forward with the proposed Code changes that will not allow temporary
fencing.
By way of suggestion, the Committee may wish to consider requiring removal of
temporary deer fencing at the time a property owner applies for Design Review
approval of a “permanent” fence. This process would allow temporary deer fencing
to be phased out of the City gradually, without the difficulties of a larger
enforcement process.
Alternatively, enforcement could be accomplished incrementally by with the City
enforcing deer fence removal for a certain number of properties at any given time.
ATTACHMENTS
• Proposed Ordinance Amendments
• Deer Fence Exemption Guidelines
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19.08.200 Fence. "Fence" means any structural device permanently affixed to the ground,
forming a physical barrier which divides or partitions open space or adjacent properties by means
of wood, mesh, metal, chain, brick, stake, plastic or other similar material, and includes a solid
wall or hedge as defined in Section 8.28.020 of this Code, or any combination thereof used as a
fence. (Ord. 98-8, § 2, 1998; Ord. 89-1 § 1 (part), 1989.)
19.20.040 Design review required. All new structures, and all exterior remodeling, alteration,
addition or other construction, including retaining walls, swimming pools, and sport courts, or
fences and barriers of any kind and the like shall be subject to the design review process as
required in Title 20 of this Code. (Ord. 89-1 § 1 (part), 1989.)
19.48.190 Residential zones—Certain facilities and structures permitted in yards. All
facilities and structures permitted in yards are subject to Design Review, unless explicitly
exempted pursuant to Chapter 20.04.015. Maximum heights for facilities and structures in yards
shall only be allowed where there is no significant view blockage from any public or private
property. Provided that adequate access for public health and safety is maintained, the following
structures and facilities are permitted in required yards in residential zones, subject to the
limitations herein:
A.
Fences. Fences are permitted in any yard as follows:
1.
Fences shall be permitted to a maximum height of six feet above
existing grade with decorative elements permitted up to a height of six feet--six inches at
reasonable intervals.
2.
Fences shall be located at least two feet from the adjacent curb or
pavement edge.
.
3.
Where a yard abuts water, a fence parallel to the water shall be limited to
four feet in height above Existing Grade.
4.
In the R1-L and the R-2 zoning districts a fence in the rear yard setback
shall be limited to 4 feet in height for a minimum of 5 (linear) feet measured from the rear
property line.
534. A trellis or arch over an opening in a fence is permitted to a maximum
height of nine feet.
5.
Subject to the provisions of Chapter 8.28 of this Title, a hedge, as defined
in Section 8.28.020, may exceed the height limit for fences where the extra height is agreed upon
by all immediately adjacent neighbors; and if adjacent to City open space, by approval by the
Director of Planning & Building.
6.
Fences perpendicular to the water in the R-1L and R-2 zoning districts
may exceed six feet in height (6’) to a maximum height of eight feet (8’) from Existing Grade,
with decorative elements permitted up to six inches higher at reasonable interval, with design
review approval, and based on consideration of the following factors:
a.
The degree to which a higher fence is necessary and reasonable to
provide privacy for adjoining properties, or to screen certain features from neighbors or public
view;
b.
Whether consent of neighbors whose properties adjoin the
proposed fence has been obtained;
c.
The degree to which a higher fence is appropriate due to the

relative heights of buildings and building features on adjoining properties, such as base floor
elevation floorplate heights, window heightlocations, and overall building heights;
d.
The degree to which a higher fence is appropriate due to variations
in terrain, including steep or irregular topography, that may render a lower fence aesthetically or
functionally impractical or undesirable;
e.
Where it is unreasonable to achieve the benefits that would be
gained from a higher fence by landscaping alone.
7.
Fences or walls exceeding six feet in height pursuant to Section
19.48.190(A)(6) above shall be measured as follows:
a.
The height of a fence or wall is measured using the plumb vertical
distance between the eExisting gGrade at the base of the fence or wall to the uppermost part of
the fence or wall.
b.
The height of a fence or wall is measured on both sides of the
structures, with the taller of the two measurements defined as the actual height of the fence or
wall.
c.
Fences built upon a retaining wall must be setback one foot (1’)
from the edge of the retaining wall for the fence height to be measured from the top of the
retaining wall, not the lower ground level below.
8.

Temporary deer barriers fences visible to the public are prohibited.

20.04.150 Fences and screening. A. Fences and physical screening should be located so as to be
compatible with the design of the site and structures as a whole, should conceal and screen
garbage areas, mechanical equipment, and structural elements from public view, and should
preserve privacy between adjoining dwellings, where practical.
A. Fences should be compatible with the design of the site, structures and landscaping as whole
should screen garbage areas, mechanical equipment and accessory structures from public view,
and should preserve privacy between adjacent dwellings without obstruction of significant views.
Temporary deer barriers such as staked wire and chain link are prohibited if installed in the
public view, except for purposes of securing site during construction and for protection of new
plantings for a period of 90 days.
B. Fences should be designed and located so that they are architecturally compatible
with the design of the building, are aesthetically attractive, and do not significantly block views.
Wire or chain link fences are discouraged, except as temporary barriers on construction sites.

321.10

POLICY

Interpretation of Sections 19.08.224, “Grade, existing,” and 19.08.240, “Height”:
1.
Building height is the distance between the highest point of the structure (excluding
chimneys) to the lowest point of existing grade below.
2.
Existing grade is the lowest natural or artificial level of the soil or paved ground surface
within a 1-foot-wide perimeter of the exterior of a structure. Height is not measured from
a point located within an interior basement area. Where no building exists, the perimeter
shall either be the outline of the prior building, or, if never previously developed, the natural
contours of the land.
3.
Fences built upon a retaining wall must be set back 1 foot from the edge of the retaining
wall for the fence height to be measured from the top of the retaining wall, not the lower
ground level below. See the diagram below.
4.
In determining conformance to Zoning Ordinance height limits, neither the slope of a
hillside nor any building features such as gable roofs, etc. are averaged.
5.
To determine grade, the City shall rely upon a topographic survey prepared by a licensed
surveyor.
6.
In the case of required handrails and/or guardrails on decks, piers, parking structures,
balconies or similar structures, height is measured to the deck surface, not to the top of the
handrail or guardrail.
7.
Existing grade in the case of structures built over the water shall be measured to the point
specified for the particular Zoning District. If the Zoning District does not provide a
reference for grade in inundated areas, then existing grade shall be the point established as
“Summer Level” in Belvedere Lagoon and “Mean High Tide” in all other areas.

CHAPTER 322.
322.01

FENCE REPAIR & REPLACEMENT

BACKGROUND

Belvedere's zoning ordinance requires design review approval for fences and trellises (Belvedere
Municipal Code Section 19.48.190). Fences typically indicate property boundaries, although not
all fences are built on a boundary line. The Design Review process allows the City to evaluate new
structures and to reevaluate the replacement of existing structures and their relationship to real
property boundaries.
322.05

COMMENTS

Repair and replacement of existing fences are not specifically mentioned in the Belvedere
Municipal Code. Therefore, the Planning Department has developed this policy to establish a
benchmark by which a replacement or a repair of a fence is distinguished from a new fence
requiring Design Review approval.
For the purpose of distinguishing repair and replacement fences from a new fence requiring Design
Review, Planning Staff refers to the definition in Section 19.08.355 which states, in part:
"New structure" for purposes of this Title and Title 20 means an entirely new
building from grade up, or new construction following the removal of more than
fifty percent of the total exterior wall and roof area from the grade up, including all
exterior openings.”
Planning Department Staff further relies on the definition of structure as "anything constructed or
erected, including any building, fence or wall, the use of which requires permanent location on the
ground or attachment to something having permanent location on the ground" (BMC Section
19.08.520).
In order to provide clear and expedient service to the Belvedere community, Planning Department
Staff has developed a procedure for Exemptions from Design Review (see Chapter 324 of this
Manual). Repair or replacement of less than 50 percent of an existing fence may
be reviewed for Exemption from Design Review. Temporary deer fence, whether installed with or
without a permit in the past, is not deemed an existing fence; repair or replacement of temporary
deer fencing is to be treated as a new fence for purposes of design review.

322.10

POLICY

In order for a replacement fence to be considered exempt from Design Review, the applicant must
show that not more than 50 percent of the existing fence is to be removed and reconstructed. Also,
the replacement fence must be of the same design and location as the previously existing fence. A
site plan showing the location of the fence in relation to property lines will be required. Adjacent
neighbor signatures may be recommended. Photographs of the previously existing fence are
usually helpful.
If it is shown that more than 50 percent of the linear measurement of a fence is to be repaired or
replaced, Design Review for the fence is required.
(Approved by City Council 06/14/2010)
Revised & Approved by the City Council ?

City of Belvedere
Checklist
☐☐ Design Review Exemption Form
☐☐ Neighbor Noticing Memo
☐☐ Site Plan Indicating Fence 		
Location(s) and Property Lines
☐☐ Photos of Existing Conditions
☐☐ Color And Materials Samples

For more information contact:
City of Belvedere
Planning Department
450 San Rafael Avenue
Belvedere, CA 94920
415-435-3838
www.cityofbelvedere.org

Deer
Fence Exemption
Guidelines

T

emporary deer fences that conform to the
guidelines contained in this brochure will
be Exempt from Design Review.

A site plan and photographs of existing
conditions will be required as part of the
application.

This exemption applies to new temporary
fences that are installed specifically to preserve landscaping from deer.

The proposed fence must be located on
or within private property lines. Fences
enclosing public land will not be exempt.

To be considered a “temporary deer fence,”
the site plan and/or project description must
state that the fence will be removed within 2
years of the exemption date.

Neighbor Noticing Memos are required
for fences proposed on shared property
lines.
Within setbacks, fences shall be no greater
than 6-feet high as measured from existing grade. (See Drawings)

Every effort must be made to preserve existing landscaping. Any trees that are to be removed must be indicated on the site plan and,
depending on tree size, may require further,
separate Design Review approval.

An Exemption Form with complete
documentation will be reviewed within
one to two business days. Please include
photos or sample of fencing materials.

Fences must be 24 inches from any adjacent
curb or pavement.

EXEMPT DEER FENCE COLOR & MATERIALS

HOW TO MEASURE HEIGHT

There are no filing fees. Additional information and forms may be obtained from
City Hall and the website.

