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2. We suppott the proposed requirement that cities requesting kill permits first adonpt
and enforce an ordinance to limit activities that attract deer to urban areas. Cities should be required
to tey to solve urban deer problems by non-lethal means before resotting to lethal means.

3. We support the proposed requitement that cities requesting kill permits first pass a
measure declaring the urban deer population to be a public nuisance. This would ensure that citizens
receive notice and an opportunity to be heatd on whether they consider the presence of deer in an
utban atrea such a nuisance that it requires killing some of the deer.

4, We support the requirement for donating the meat to local food banks and
charitable orgapizations. While we hope the need to kill urban deer can be minimized, it makes sense
to use the remains to supplement chatitable food programs.

Suggestions for Improvement

5. The definition of “public nuisance” is too broad and open-ended for this issue.
Senate Bill 373 did not define “public nuisance,” and it did not require incorporating any particulat
definition of the tetm. The proposed rules would incotporate the definition in ORS 498.012(7)(c),
which provides:

“Public nuisance” means loss of or harm inflicted on gardens, ornamental plants,
ornamental trees, pets, vehicles, boats, structures ot other personal property.

Under this definition, read literally, a city could declate that its utban deer constitute a
“public nuisance,” and the Department could issue kill permits, if one deer eats peats from
two trees. (The use of plurals implies that at least two trees must be involved). A kill permit
also could be issued if one deer walks through two “gardens™ or “ornamental plants.”

SB 373 does not appear intended to authorize killing deer in response to such minor
annoyances. Fot example, the bill requires cities, before applying for a kill permit, to adopt and
enforce ordinances prohibiting the placement of food, gatbage, and any other attractants that may
knowingly constitute a lure for deer. (SB 373, Section 1(5).) By requiting such non-lethal measures
betore kill permits can be issued, SB 373 suggests kill permits should be a last resort and not
something that should be issued for anything that satisfies the vague description in ORS
498.012(7)(c).

Because the incorporated definition of “public nuisance” is so broad 2nd imptecise, it also
would lead to arbitrary and inconsistent detetminations of how many deer need to be taken to
prevent them from continuing to be a “public nuisance.” Thus, the rules would fail to satisfy the
tequitement in SB 373 that the rules include “[p]rovisions for ensuring that the number of deet
taken under the pilot program do not exceed the number necessary to be taken to reduce the deer
population to 2z level that no longer constitutes a public nuisance.” SB 373, Section 1(4)(d).

While the broad definition of “public nuisance” might be approptiate in a more general
context (i.e., wildlife generally), there should be a clearer definition for an issue as controversial as
urban deer Huow,&mﬁoa The Department’s wiitten testimony on SB 373 acknowledged: “conflicts .
[zelated to urban deer womv,&mﬁos.& are associated with a spectrum of issues including: mnm&u.m of
wildlife; differences of opinion and values regarding resident deet; and differences of opinion



JOIERSTUTUPY PUE JIqUURTA PIeog IPQUIRTA] PFeog

2380 Ueng {ppay ysealey
2P f; YO hppay; yoatoys
‘ATezeoung

"aNSST STIR TO SIUATIIOD N0 SUmapisuod 103 nok yuer],

"PRIEID ST SINI DU BIOJOQ PILAY T2 DAY PINOTS SUIIDTOD

asoy T, (2a0qe Auctmsa) pazonb s2s) paSpaimonde ¢/ ¢ < vo Auowmsa; vepma sjuaunredec]

31 SE ‘SUIIDTOD 3TB[a [ETUIUE SNOTAGO SISTEX [OIITWOD JIIP TEQIN Ing g/ ¢ 9S 4q parmba1 jou sem

woneEnsEod yong safny pasodoxd oy Fonyerp ax05aq SUONEZIIESIO STEI M [EWIUE ATE T JNSTOD

10u pip Apuaredde juoungedacy a yery pauroddesp ore am Suoas Lue oy ~(e)(g)1 vonoeg ‘c/c gS

. U790002 € 978 suonemdod 1eep ueqm y3ng s19ym s90D JO soTpoq JumEraaod ayfl] - ¢ - ma ImsToo,,

yrounredacy auy 1ey) ¢/ ¢ g Uy Juswarmbar o gsmes 01 readde 10U S90P ST TINIEUT [ENIUT UE

SV . SYuEq pooy uoSa1(),, A PAIESTUNUNLOD,, PUE S9OT) BOSSI() JO ondea] o , JIis PIINSuoD,

yusunaeda( o et 1q sons pasodord ot yo woperedsrd oy paymsuod sea S9MIIIIOD ATOSIAPE

SN O JBYY SII0U ST A2 0} UONINPONUT 97 ], “SI0T 907 SUNJEIp 2I0Joq PRS00 SISP[OUIES
3T SOOTHE GONEZIGEoI0 SIE)[3/8 [ELE UF PIpnpUl 9AE] PIIOYS JUSWIIEA(] 901, Q

Tiq 3y vt pageds siustsembar o3 03 P 39
10U pa3T,, I[N SYL Pres OSTe [[Iq 913 3G “SIULIVerHe 19TISIT 0] 20UsUIpIo UE ATuo parmbaz 4poydzs

WHIEY PUE 8307 2ZLUTUICL O] S1LIO1]2 ﬁwﬂuu,mnﬂOﬂ oTIo9 ; $ JoTJ0 29mbax .T_..DOH_”m SIS T, v

"YTOM 01 IVLTYD B 9DUETIPIO 91f) SULAIS IO 90UEUIpIO parmbar

a1 Supndope ze13% Aep auo yumed {1 & J07 A7dde prod senmp ‘snyy,  vecad i & Sunssnbar

a21033[q],, swmewos ATHO S1UEIOENIE 1OENSAI 0 dduLupIo a1y 1dope o) parmber 3q pmos. L B

‘s pesodozd ot sepury TIOTAA ([ 2 707 GONEINAUE PO SOEISEIIE 10018371 6] 90UEnpIo Parmbat
3 JO UONJOpPE Gaailaq 5580 OF POESd SUll} TEDods € SIMbaT PlioTS So[F 90T, ‘9

“(eo7e

ueqin a3 ur sdoad yo saqunu 3ty wo Supuadep) pomed waald € ur syuTE[dwoo oyqnd PIULINOOp

30 FaquunE wnurorr & (q) pue f(eate wegm 211 JO 921s 9 UO Juspuadap) Bore UBQIN U UTIIA

uvonendod Jeap payetemss wnwrory € (8) pidwrexs 103 OpNPUI PROYS TGORTIGIP I INJ “TORIUYSP

a1 aTger 01 payms Faaq Aqeqoxd sy 3yers Juauneda(T eouesmu orqnd,, € symnsuod suonemdod
199D UBGIM UM FOJ TONITYIP PoTO[Te} AJAMOTFeT 930 € 2480 s9[nF o) 18288ns v ‘snyy,

(L7107 ‘ST "2y ‘$90MOSIY [EFEN] PLFe JUITILOIAUT]
U0 29)TIWOY) 21EUG 0 “TOVeNSTUNUPY UOTSTAICT TP\ W0 00T pue ‘surei3oid SJPIAM PUe
gs1 707 7010271 Lnda(] ‘uinpy wouweyg Jjo Amotumsa ) SNSST 2y 0) suonnos enusiod Furpredax






