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Deer are not endemic to Australia, but were introduced for game and aesthetics between
the early 18th and 20th centuries. Until recent decades, most deer descended from these
introductions. Before the 1970s when deer numbers and distribution expanded dramat-
ically, farming was a modest enterprise. With the collapse of farming in the 1990s,
large numbers of deer were deliberately released and translocated. Feral numbers and
herds have subsequently expanded, and are increasingly encroaching on urban areas.
As a new issue in Australia, views toward feral deer are polarized and span “welcome
guest” to “major pest.” The emerging urban deer issues need greater acknowledg-
ment and strategic management. This will require more emphasis on raising awareness,
engagement with stakeholders, and development of legislative instruments to provide
better strategic management of urban deer. This article reviews the potential increase in
urban deer in Australia, considers the associated issues, and provides recommendations
for management.

Keywords urban deer, community attitudes, deer–vehicle collision, feral
management, emerging urban pest

Introduction

Australia is the only inhabited continent without endemic deer. This species was introduced
in the 18th century (Hall & Gill, 2005) by acclimatization societies, and releases continued
into the 20th century for game and aesthetics (Frith, 1973). Six species became estab-
lished as feral populations: chital (Axis axis), hog (Axis porcinus), red (Cervus elaphus),
rusa (Cervus timoriensis), sambar (Rusa unicolor), and fallow (Dama dama) (Bentley,
1978). These species have transitioned from small isolated herds of 500 to more than
10,000 individuals (Moriarty, 2004a, 2004b).

Deer have also been farmed in Australia since 1803. Throughout most of the interven-
ing period, they have supported a modest-sized venison industry. However, deer farming
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became popular in the 1970s and 1980s with an associated dramatic expansion of the
industry, and captive numbers (Moriarty, 2004b). Throughout the history of deer farming,
animals have escaped, but with a slump in demand during the 1990s coinciding with severe
drought, many were released and escapes continue. These escapees join existing feral herds
or form the basis of new ones (Low, 1999). Moriarty (2004b) estimated that farm releases
resulted in 77 new feral herds of up to 500 deer. Although some farmed species (e.g.,
chital, red, rusa, sambar, fallow) have well-established feral populations, others including
white-tailed deer (Odocoileus virginianus), sika (Cervus nippon), and wapiti/elk (Cervus
canadensis) could become established (Moriarty, 2004b), thus increasing feral deer and
herd numbers.

Anecdotal evidence suggests that translocations of deer occurred historically, although
until the 1980s this practice was limited by a lack of available stock (Harrison & Slee,
1995). In the 1990s, however, translocations of stock from defunct farms increased dramati-
cally and the practice became widespread (Low, 1999). In 2004, Moriarty (2004b) identified
128 deer herds of upward of 500 animals that originated from these translocations.

In Australia, deer have historically represented a minor component of the fauna, but
feral populations are now widespread. The alarming increase in numbers during recent
decades (Moriarty, 2004a) has paralleled an increase in the human population in urban
areas (Raik, Lauber, Decker, & Brown, 2005). By 2011, for example, approximately 90%
of Australians lived in urban areas, with a predicted continual rise in population (ABS,
2013). With the continuance of this trajectory and the associated expansion of urban areas,
road density, and traffic volume (Ramp & Roger, 2008), inevitably the associated issues
with managing urban deer into the future will increase (Moriarty, 2004a).

As observed elsewhere (e.g., New Zealand; McShea, Underwood, & Rappole, 1997),
feral deer can lead to conflict among stakeholders (Moriarty, 2004b). Compared to
their management in rural areas, however, there is limited information on deer manage-
ment in urban areas (defined to include peri-urban and semi-rural matrices) of Australia
(McLeod, 2009). This article reviews the current status and potential increased habitation
of urban deer in Australia, considers the associated issues, and makes recommendations for
management of urban deer.

Feral Urban Deer Dilemma

Feral deer management in Australia has resulted in an intense debate among stakeholders,
including landowners, recreational hunters, animal welfare groups, conservation organiza-
tions, and health authorities. As already apparent in Royal National Park (between Southern
Sydney and the Wollongong Region), extremes in conflict occur between those who view
deer as game and an aesthetic addition to the landscape versus those who perceive deer as
pests (Hall & Gill, 2005). The current legislative approach to deer management in Australia
is, however, predominantly geared toward game hunting, with limited consideration of
other values and impacts (Forsyth, 2009).

Forsyth (2009) concluded that, in Australia, even research on the management of deer
as game was scant, and available data largely consisted on an ad hoc collection of stud-
ies based on researcher interest. The literature on deer–human interaction in urban areas
is also limited. Recent publications on Australian urban wildlife (e.g., Lunney & Burgin,
2004; Lunney, Munn, & Meikle, 2008) or pests (Lunney, Eby, Hutchings, & Burgin, 2007)
included a single paper focusing on deer (Moriarty, 2004a), and one other paper on urban
deer (Ramp, Wilson, & Croft, 2006). This paucity of research on deer suggests that the
associated issues have not become significant. However, given parallel increases in deer
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numbers and range extension, coupled with increases in human populations, there will be
more conflict. To underpin the future management of urban deer, there is a need to investi-
gate the current level of awareness within communities, deer–vehicle collisions, damage
to the urban landscape and associated damage to property (Kilpatrick & Walter, 1997;
Stout, Knuth, & Curtis, 1997), transmission of disease (Kilpatrick & Walter, 1997; Stout
et al., 1997) such as Lyme disease (Hayes & Piesman, 2003), and social distress (e.g.,
vocalizing, fighting at night, barking dogs; Connelly, Decker, & Wear, 1987; Moriarty,
2004a).

Although not yet identified as a significant issue in many urban areas of Australia, there
is no dispute that numbers of deer and herds are increasing. Of the 218 feral herds reported
by Moriarty (2004b), 14 with an estimated 170,000 deer originated from early releases
more than 100 years ago. The other 203 extant herds had an average herd age of less than
one decade. At least some of these herds will continue increasing in size and new ones
will develop due to natural processes and deliberate translocations. Given that many recent
herds have established in the more populated areas (Victoria, New South Wales [NSW],
Queensland), deer will inevitably continue encroaching into urban areas, particularly under
adverse conditions (e.g., drought, fire, overgrazing; Moriarty, 2004a). One aspect of man-
aging the increasing deer numbers that are already encroaching on urban areas, or have the
potential to do so, is for governments to engage with recreational hunters (Finch, Murray,
Hoy, & Baxter, 2014).

Deer Hunting in Australia

The Sporting Shooters’ Association of Australia (SSAA) records that they have
150,000 members of which 80% hunt regularly (SSAA, 2013), although Finch et al.
(2014) estimated that there were between 200,000 and 300,000 recreational hunters in
Australia in 2011–2012. In late 2004, 4,000 applications had been lodged in NSW for
recreational deer hunting licenses (Tsang, 2005), and by 2012 there were 20,000 “conser-
vation hunters” in the State (Melham, undated). In Queensland, the two deer associations
(Australian Deer Association, Research into Deer Genetics and Environment) had approx-
imately 250 members each with some being members of both societies. In 2005, there
were 40,000 Queensland members of SSAA, and an estimated 90% claimed some interest
in recreational deer hunting (Jesser, 2005). These numbers have, however, subsequently
remained static (SSAA, 2014).

In the Victorian 2011–2012 hunting season, an estimated 41,600 deer were shot by
licensed hunters (Gray, 2012) and, subsequently (2012–2013), the estimated number culled
was over 50,000, an increase of more than 20% above the previous year (Gray, 2013). It was
also estimated in 2012 that the State’s feral deer population was between 200,000 and
350,000 (Gray, 2012). More recently, Gray (2013) suggested that these numbers could be
“hundreds of thousands.” This 2012 lower estimate of feral deer is equivalent to Moriarty’s
(2004b) lower estimate Australia-wide. There has, therefore, been an explosive growth in
deer numbers at least in Victoria, or at least one of the estimates was inaccurate.

Despite the claim that recreational hunters of Australia serve to control feral deer
(Jesser, 2005), deer numbers are increasing, at least near major urban centers such as
Brisbane (McCarthy, 2013), Melbourne (Gray, 2012, 2013), and Sydney (Moriarty, 2004a,
2004b). The spread of this species is undoubtedly exacerbated by translocation for recre-
ational hunting (Moriarty, 2004b) and thus, presumably, more regional urban centers will
become affected.
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Community Attitudes Toward Deer

Most Australians live within urban areas (ABS, 2013) and typically have limited contact
with wildlife or rural industry. Despite this lack of direct exposure, many residents will
develop an opinion on deer management and these often uninformed views influence man-
agement. Within this context, Jesser (2005) suggested that it was essential that information
be available to assist individuals in developing a balanced view of relationships among
rural stakeholders (e.g., primary producers, deer hunters), deer, and the environment. There
is, however, only one published paper (Finch & Baxter, 2007) on non-urban stakeholder
attitudes toward feral deer in Australia, and none on urban stakeholders’ views.

Finch and Baxter (2007) surveyed Queensland primary producers in areas where feral
deer were established and found that, although approximately 50% of respondents were
positive about deer on their land, 64% considered them a game species and 39% viewed
them as a feral pest. As with wolves in the United States, management will be problem-
atic because such conflicting attitudes are often evoked without reasonable or logical bases.
Scarce (1998) suggested that the scale of such attitudes was diametrically extreme on both
sides and they may be established early in life. For example, Gray (1993) found children’s
attitudes to mammals that were furry, mobile, and/or those with humanoid features, were
popular. Other vertebrates that are readily anthropomorphized (e.g., penguins, pandas) or
the subjects of popular stories could also evoke positive attitudes (Woods, 2000). Positive
attitudes toward deer have been attributed to the “Bambi syndrome” (Hastings, 1996;
Nietschmann, 1977). In contrast to the development of positive attitudes toward Australia’s
feral deer, there is also a negative view of them as pests and/or a hunting resource (Hall
& Gill, 2005). These polarized views emerge repeatedly in deer management. Some peo-
ple have an ethical reluctance to see deer killed, whereas others focus on risks that deer
may pose to human health and safety (Stout et al., 1997), and there is a strong recreational
hunting lobby. One attitude that has not been widely tested in urban Australia, however, is
attitudes toward the most widespread and obvious outcome of increasing encroachment of
deer into urban areas—deer–vehicle collisions.

Deer–Vehicle Collisions

A major issue associated with deer encroachment into urban areas is that they can be
traffic hazards (Brockie & Sadleir, 2009). In 2004 in Michigan (USA), for example,
one deer–vehicle collision occurred approximately every eight minutes (Havlick, 2004).
Outcomes include vehicle damage and injury or death to humans and/or the deer involved
(Bissonette, Kassar, & Cook, 2008; Hobday & Minstrell, 2008). In Australia, data on the
number of deer–vehicle collisions are unavailable. Accidents are not officially recorded;
instead deer are recorded as “animal,” together with other taxa that are not required to
be explicitly named (Ng, Nielsen, & St Clair, 2008; Ramp, Caldwell, Edwards, Warton,
& Croft, 2005). In addition, reporting procedures vary among jurisdictions and underre-
porting of animal-related crashes also occurs. Within these caveats, and generally using
data collected between 2001 and 2005, there were probably substantially more than
11,600 wildlife–vehicle collisions in Australia (Rowden, Steinhardt, & Sheehan, 2008).

To obtain an indication of the taxa involved in these collisions, roadkill data, either
taxon-specific (e.g., kangaroo/wallaby [Macropus spp.; Lee, Klöcker, Croft, & Ramp,
2004]; easternquoll [Dasyurus viverrinus] and Tasmanian devil [Sarcophilus harrisii;
Jones, 2000]; eastern barred bandicoot [Perameles gunnii; Mallick, Hocking, & Driessen,
1998]) or generic (e.g., Burgin & Brainwood, 2008; Taylor & Goldingay, 2004) counts
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of roadkill animals have been accessed. Typically, the common victims are native species
(Hobday & Minstrell, 2008; Rowden et al., 2008), although taxa vary dependent on charac-
teristics such as region (Burgin & Brainwood, 2008), season (Hobday & Minstrell, 2008),
and/or climatic conditions (e.g., drought; Coulson, 1989; Lee et al., 2004).

Despite a lack of quantitative information on deer–vehicle collisions in Australia,
such collisions are of concern because of their magnitude and the size of deer (Geist,
1999). Increased human population, urban sprawl and associated infrastructure, coupled
with increased deer numbers and range extension, will increase the risk of deer–vehicle
collisions in urban areas. The greatest risk will be where there are high densities of resi-
dent deer in natural areas that are close to major urban populations. Currently, such areas
in Australia occur in association with Royal National Park (Moriarty, 2004a), in suburban
Brisbane (McCarthy, 2013), and in Melbourne adjacent to the Dandenong and Yarra ranges,
where the number of feral deer has “surged” in recent years (Gray, 2012). In urban areas
associated with Royal National Park, for example, there are increasing numbers of deer
crossing roads to forage, particularly in peak hours of vehicle traffic. This has resulted in
“substantial numbers of collisions with deer that cause[d] irreparable vehicle damage and
serious injury (or death) to the occupants of the vehicle” (Moriarty, 2004a, p. 182).

Ramp and Roger (2008) used the N.S.W. Traffic Accident Database System to inves-
tigate animal–vehicle collisions between 1996 and 2005. Of over 5,000 entries, including
2,100 kangaroos, 1,991 stock (cattle, horses), and 177 “other large animal[s],” no deer were
recorded. However, given that large animals (kangaroos, horses, cattle, sheep, wombats,
emus) were listed separately, the categories “straying stock” and “other large animal[s]”
that had approximately 35% of the total number of “objects first impacted in collisions,”
probably included deer. Even assuming that all unnamed animals were deer, the current
level of deer–vehicle collisions in NSW would be lower than for other large species. Based
on calculations for a peri-urban reserve (Ramp & Ben-Ami, 2006) and a rural landscape
(Klöcker, Croft, & Ramp, 2006), annual roadkill of kangaroos approximated 10% of the
local population (Ramp et al., 2006). A cursory review of the estimated deer herd sizes in
Moriarty (2004a) indicated that deer fatalities were substantially below 10% of the State’s
feral deer population. However, underreporting of accidents occurs in Australia (Rowden
et al., 2008) and is likely exacerbated for deer because of the lack of a reporting requirement
(Jesser, 2005). Even considering these issues, however, deer fatalities as a percentage of
the local population are apparently low. Hobday and Minstrell (2008) undertook an exten-
sive road network analysis that overlapped much of the Tasmanian deer range (compare
maps from Hobday & Minstrell, 2008, and Moriarty, 2004a) and recorded approximately
6,000 roadkills, none of which were deer.

The only known Australian study that recorded deer roadkills was undertaken in the
non-breeding season along a 22 km (approximately 14 miles) stretch of road in Royal
National Park. Of the roadkilled mammals, 11% (n = 36) were deer. Other roadkill mam-
mals were native species and all relatively small compared to an adult deer. Although
deer–vehicle collisions were relatively low, the impact would be greater than most vehicle–
animal collisions and, presumably, the deer would be less likely to be killed outright (Ramp
et al., 2006).

In common with rapidly increasing numbers of Australian feral deer (Moriarty, 2004b),
white-tailed deer in the United States have become overabundant in many urban areas
(Cromwell, Warren, & Henderson, 1999), and deer–vehicle collisions are a nationwide
problem (Nielsen, Anderson, & Grund, 2003). In 1980, for example, 200,000 deer were
killed on U.S. roadways (Danielson & Hubbard, 1998), broadly equivalent to the total
number of feral deer estimated for Australia (Moriarty, 2004b). However, annual deaths
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on U.S. roads increased significantly by the 1990s (Romin & Bissonette, 1996) and by
1997, an estimated 1.5 million deer–vehicle collisions occurred annually (Mastro, Conover,
& Frey, 2008). Consequently, factors influencing deer–vehicle collisions have been widely
investigated in the United States, but not in Australia. Understanding issues with urban deer
in Australia, therefore, necessarily relies heavily on others’ experiences.

In urban Minneapolis (USA), the best predictor of deer–vehicle collisions was the
number of buildings and public lands (Nielsen et al., 2003). In Illinois (USA), landscape
vegetation was also a factor; the probability of roadkill was reduced with distance from
forest cover. Collisions were adjacent to gullies, riparian travel corridors that crossed roads,
and public recreation lands within 0.5 miles (0.8 km; i.e., along migration routes; Finder,
Roseberry, & Woolf, 1999). These findings are equivalent to the Australian situation where
abundant forage, adjacent protective cover, landscape heterogeneity, water sources, and
forest and/or agricultural fields increase the risk of deer–vehicle collisions (Jesser, 2005).
There is also a higher probability of accidents in higher vehicle speed zones. Collisions also
tend to occur in areas of low road densities and poor in-line visibility. Speed limit reductions
may, therefore, be effective during peak seasons, particularly in areas of high road densities
and where non-forest vegetation occurs adjacent to roadways (Ng et al., 2008).

Pokorny (2006) found that deer–vehicle collisions varied with season and bimodally
with most collisions at dawn and dusk. In addition to temporal variation due to season/

diurnal patterns in behavior, traffic volume, and driver visibility, Ramp et al. (2006) also
suggested that proximity to human habitation, day of the week, driver alertness, and
road characteristics also influenced collisions in Australia. Also in Australia, Burgin and
Brainwood (2008) found higher wildlife road fatalities in rural (compared to urban) areas
and on roads with medium traffic volumes (compared to local traffic roads or major
highways). Others (e.g., Klöcker et al., 2006; Ramp et al., 2005) also observed differ-
ences in road type influenced patterns of mortality, numbers, and species. Trends in these
studies were broadly equivalent and the differences between urban and rural areas were
assumed to be due to the size of local animal populations (Burgin & Brainwood, 2008).
For example, possums (brushtail Trichosurus vulpecula) are habituated to urban environ-
ments (Hill, Carbery, & Deane, 2007), whereas rabbits (Oryctolagus cuniculus) and foxes
(Vulpes vulpes; Marks & Bloomfield, 1999) are common in both rural and urban areas.
Some species (e.g., foxes) may have higher densities within urban areas (White, Gubiani,
Smallman, Snell, & Morton, 2006) and the data of Burgin and Brainwood (2008) reflected
such differences.

More roadkills also occur where there is a barrier on one side of the road (rather than
none or both), on stretches with slashed edges, and where traffic volume is medium to
low (Burgin & Brainwood, 2008). In Australia, many roadside fatalities are nocturnal her-
bivores, most active at dusk and dawn when most difficult to detect and avoid. Together
with kangaroos (Klöcker et al., 2006; Lee et al., 2004), deer exhibit this nocturnal behavior
(Moriarty, 2004a). Native herbivores, and presumably deer, move toward forest habitat in
response to perceived danger, which may lead them into oncoming traffic and thus collision
(Jaarsma, van Langevelde, & Botma, 2006). The reasons why deer are attracted to roadside
verges may also be part of the attraction of urban areas.

Urban Environmental Damage

There are limited data on deer impacts in urban open spaces (Putman & Moore, 1998)
despite evidence that they are increasingly encroaching into urban areas in many countries
such as the United Kingdom (Ward, 2005), United States (Cornicelli, Woolf, & Roseberry,



Feral Deer in the Suburbs 71

1996; Rondeau & Conrad, 2003), and Australia (Doherty, 2004; Moriarty, 2004a, 2004b).
In Illinois (USA), for example, white-tailed deer are resident herds in some urban areas
(Cornicelli et al., 1996). This also occurs in Brisbane, Australia where “thousands of feral
deer . . . [have] invaded . . . Brisbane suburbs” (McCarthy, 2013, p. 15).

In urban areas, tolerance of deer decreases both with increasing numbers and the extent
of their establishment (Loker, Decker, & Schwager, 1999). Although Sayre, Decker, and
Good (1992) reported that damage to vegetation by deer was widespread in areas of the
Northwest United States, assessment of impacts is scant. Where such damage has been
considered, it is typically combined with the broader economic impact of urban deer. Most
estimates would, therefore, be attributable to deer–vehicle collisions. Putman and Moore
(1998) suggested that the environmental damage in urban areas was not economically
significant, although they acknowledged that this species may be a nuisance because of
their penchant for garden plants. Sayre et al. (1992) surveyed homeowners in New York
(USA) and found that the median loss to householders in the southern area of the state was
$200 annually and in the western areas it was $90 annually. Extrapolated to all homeowners
within their study areas, losses could be millions of dollars. Study outcomes were compa-
rable to previous research in the same state (Connelly et al., 1987), but with increased deer
numbers since that time in many U.S. urban areas (Nielsen et al., 2003), damage would be
greater than Sayre et al. (1992) calculated.

Australian feral deer tend to be generalist grazers (Hart, 2009). In Royal National Park,
for example, rusa deer consumed approximately 90% of native plant species (Keith &
Pellow, 2005), and rumen contents from the area indicated that 155 native species were
consumed (Moriarty, 2009). Foraging damage includes defoliation, shoot removal, stem
breakage, loss of reproductive material, bark stripping, and plant mortality. Although the
severity of grazing varies spatially, localized soil erosion can be substantial in high use
areas. Removal of deer resulted in some recovery, although full recovery would take sev-
eral seasons, whereas reduced seed production and seedling establishment could impact
plant populations long term. The damage to specific plant taxa, however, may vary with
deer species. Rusa deer, for example, avoid ferns and sedges (Keith & Pellow, 2005),
but other species (e.g., fellow deer) have a preference for this vegetation (Hart, 2009).
Garden plants are also targeted. A caravan park in Royal National Park, for example,
lost 90% of 1,000 plants to deer grazing (Doherty, 2004). Most other comments on the
impact of deer in Australian urban areas have been generic, such as “deer are an increas-
ing nuisance in urban areas, damaging gardens . . .” (Bilney, 2013, p. 1), and “grazing
deer may damage parks, residential gardens and fences in outer urban areas . . .” (DAFFB,
2013, p. 2).

Transmission of Disease

In addition to environmental impacts, deer potentially act as vectors in disease transmission
(Biosecurity SA, 2013; Vaske, Shelby, & Needham, 2009) including tuberculosis (Daszak,
Cunningham, & Hyatt, 2000), epizootic haemorrhagic disease virus (Forster, Breckon,
Luedke, & Jones, 1977), and Lyme disease (Hayes & Piesman, 2003). Most of these dis-
eases require close contact with an infected animal for transmission such as respiratory
bacterial diseases that are usually transmitted through sneezing and coughing (DeNicola,
VerCauteren, Curtis, & Hygnstrom, 2000). Others, such as Lyme disease, are transmitted
via an intermediate host (Hayes & Piesman, 2003).

Most diseases in deer, even if present in Australian herds, are unlikely to be trans-
mitted to humans (e.g., tuberculosis, respiratory bacterial diseases) because they need
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close association for successful transmission. In contrast, because Lyme disease may be
transmitted by ticks, opportunities for transmission between deer and humans may occur
in Australia where the disease is present (Schmid, 1985), although the vector remains
unconfirmed (Russell et al., 1994).

An alternative form of disease transmission between deer and humans is via the inges-
tion of parasites, such as Echinococcus granulosus, a tapeworm that causes hydatids. This
may occur as a secondary infection due to domestic animals ingesting raw deer meat carry-
ing the parasite (Jenkins, 2006). For example, a survey of farm dogs in Southeast Australia
by Jenkins, McKinlay, Duolong, Bradshaw, and Craig (2006) revealed that up to 29% of
farm dogs carried E. granulosous coproantigens, and many farmers “occasionally” feed
their dogs raw meat from wildlife. Some animals may also supplement their diet by scav-
enging. Since hydatids results from the ingestion of the parasite’s eggs, humans may be
infected by dogs (Jenkins, 2006). They could also obtain the parasites directly from warm
blooded species, such as deer, by consuming inadequately cooked meat or by handling
infected animal tissue (Gauss et al., 2006).

If introduced, several exotic livestock diseases of deer (e.g., foot-and-mouth, rinder-
pest, vesicular stomatitis, rabies, blue tongue) may cause major issues for Australian
agriculture (DAFF, 2012). Of particular concern is foot-and-mouth, a disease that could
have flow-on effects to other industries, even tourism (SCPI, 2012). Deer and other
livestock are among the natural hosts of this disease (DAFF, 2012). No outbreaks of
foot-and-mouth have been reported in Australia and since 1872 (SCPI, 2012). Australia’s
closest neighbors are also free of the disease (WHO, 2013). Major outbreaks in the
United Kingdom (Knowles, Samuel, Kitching, & Donaldson, 2001), and more recently in
North Korea (Valarcher et al., 2009) have, however, raised concern of the disease entering
Australia (SCPI, 2012) because even a small-scale outbreak would have substantial eco-
nomic impacts (Buetre et al., 2013). An outbreak of foot-and-mouth-disease, for example,
would result in a major economic downturn to Australian livestock industries in the pro-
cess of responding to the disease because of associated restrictions on ungulate movement,
export market closure, and indirect effects on businesses that directly and indirectly rely
on revenue from livestock (SCPI, 2012). In 2009–2010, it was estimated that even a small-
scale outbreak could cost between AUD$7.1 (US$6.6) billion for a three-month response to
AUD$16 (US$15.07) billion for a 12-month outbreak. However, the direct impact on urban
areas would likely be minimal compared to rural areas, although the indirect impacts would
be detrimental to the entire economy (SCPI, 2012). The economic fallout would result in
social distress countrywide.

Social Distress

Deer encroachment will also cause other, more localised, social distresses in urban areas.
Deer tend to be nocturnal, moving to forage in the late afternoon and returning in the early
morning. Social distress due to human–deer interaction would thus most likely occur at
night. The most widespread cause of distress associated with deer would likely be deer–
vehicle collisions. Other potentially deadly encounters include trampling by a frightened
deer or being shot by a hunter’s stray bullet (Moriarty, 2004a). Deer are also potentially
dangerous during the rut when focused on mating (Iverson & Iverson, 1999), particularly if
residents attempt to get close. Another interference with deer that may prove detrimental is
to attempt to assist a deer caught, for example, in a wire fence. Such encounters are likely
to be rare, although Webb (2013) reported that a teenager was charged by a deer on an outer
Melbourne suburban street.
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Although not deadly to humans, noise may also cause social stress. Arguably, the most
stressful would be vocalizations of rutting deer used for deterring rival males and attracting
females (Charlton, Reby, & McComb, 2007). Barking dogs, disturbed by deer, may also
cause distress (Moriarty, 2004a). Likewise, the sight of wounded or dead deer could be
upsetting (Jesser, 2005). With the increase in deer numbers within urban areas, such issues
would be exacerbated and add to the challenges of deer management.

Recommendations and Conclusions

Warren (1997) predicted that the overabundance of urban deer in the United States would
become a major challenge for wildlife professionals. He further proposed that management
would become more complicated with increased human populations and concomitant urban
development, together with societal value changes and diversity of those values. Australia
is on the same trajectory; both deer and urban human populations are expanding their
footprint.

For economic, environmental, and social reasons, further encroachment of deer into
urban areas requires increased emphasis on the strategic development of management
regimes. However, the current lack of awareness of issues and polarized views of stakehold-
ers differing in their cognitions (e.g., preferences, attitudes, motivations) challenge wildlife
management. Efforts to address the associated complex and controversial issues will con-
tinue to be fraught with difficulty (Decker & Gavin, 1987). In addition, there cannot be
a generic approach to management in all situations or for all deer species. White-tailed
deer, for example, may be sedentary and removal of small, localized groups does not result
in recolonization from adjacent herds (McNulty, Porter, Mathews, & Hill, 1997). Not all
species, however, are sedentary and urban areas are also not preferred habitat of deer due
to stresses imposed by cars, people, lights, and dogs. Deer move into these areas because
their habitat has become suboptimal. Where deer are overabundant, for example, they may
be attracted by the more palatable vegetation of urban gardens and reserves, particularly
during winter (WCC, 2013). Subordinate males may also move to new territory, including
urban areas, to escape dominant males (WCC, 2013). In Victoria, for example, extensive
bushfires since 1997 have changed the landscape to benefit grazing deer and, subsequently,
an increase in deer numbers and associated movements into urban areas have occurred
(Gray, 2012).

Deer management issues that need further attention in Australia include legislation,
policy, population monitoring, compliance and enforcement, and education and awareness.
This requires an integrated approach encompassing the source of animals and their pres-
ence in urban areas, with the outcome resulting in policy and legislation appropriate to
the current and predicted increase in deer numbers. Wildlife management in urban areas
has, however, been widely perceived as difficult. Loker et al. (1999) reported that this was
due to vocal resistance of some residents and the exponential heightening of concern that
occurs with the increased severity of the problem. In addition, the level of community resis-
tance increases with technique involved in deer management (e.g., nonlethal non-invasive,
nonlethal invasive, lethal). Management, therefore, requires ingenuity and experimentation
with approaches in the context of conflicting social expectations (Decker & Chase, 1997).

In Australia, arguably the strongest voices in deer management are the shooting lobby
and animal welfare advocates. Within this context, urban deer management requires com-
munity education, management of the source of urban deer, and addressing deer within the
confines of urban areas including roadways. Currently, the major debate over deer man-
agement in Australia, however, is focused on recreational shooting (e.g., translocation of
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deer to form new herds for game hunting; Moriarty, 2004b). Recreational hunting, however,
is not currently a successful management tool for feral deer. For example, despite relaxed
rules for deer hunting in Victoria in 2012 (Matherson, 2012) and claims that a “massive
number” (50,112) of deer were harvested by licensed shooters in 2012–2103 (Gray 2013),
the harvest probably did not even maintain feral numbers. This is because, based on the
estimate of 200,000–350,000 deer in Victoria (Gray, 2012), the legal harvest of deer was
between 14–25% of the State’s wild deer in 2012–2013. Data are scant on the rate of
increase in deer herds in Australia, but after bushfires in Royal National Park (1994) there
were an estimated 125 rusa deer remaining and by 2002 their numbers were estimated at
2,500 (Cox, 2002), an average annual increase of 12.5%. Between 2002 and 2007, 900 deer
were harvested (Galvin, 2007), an average of 7% annually, and the numbers and range of
deer continues expanding (WCC, 2013). Indications are, therefore, that the current level
of legal hunting is not reducing deer numbers and thus the use of recreational hunting to
manage deer requires urgent review to determine its costs and benefits.

A first step in extending deer management to all stakeholders may be the provision
of stronger penalties for the deliberate release or translocation of deer. If combined with
rewards that result in conviction of offenders, this may encourage vigilance within the
broader community and a more successful conviction rate. A second community-wide ini-
tiative is for deer–vehicle collisions to be formally recorded and not, as Rowden et al.
(2008) pointed out, under the vague term “animal.” This would allow for better deter-
mination of problem sites for remedial attention. Third, actions could also include the
introduction of more widespread and informative signs alerting drivers to the presence of
deer in the vicinity, and these should be placed in locations where deer–vehicle collisions
are likely. Although there are limited signs alerting drivers to the potential presence of deer
in urban areas, these typically merely present a silhouette of a deer. Nocturnal speed restric-
tions should also be introduced similar to those for koalas in Southern Brisbane. In addition,
information noticeboards could enhance awareness of local deer issues, and these should
be more widely placed in prominent positions (e.g., verge of roadside parks, tourist infor-
mation centers, school entrances). Fact sheets should also be more readily available and
informative. In addition, information on government (local, state) websites and other out-
lets (e.g., libraries, schools, notice boards) should be freely available as eye-catching fliers.
These materials should include information on issues such as the status of deer locally and
how to respond when deer are encountered, where and how to report sightings, and tips on
coexisting with deer in urban areas.

Another area of deer management requiring additional attention involves roads.
Consideration of features to minimize deer–vehicle collisions should be incorporated into
designs when new roads are planned or existing roads are upgraded. Although fencing is
often the most effective deterrent for deer (Falk, Graves, & Bellis, 1978), even appropri-
ate fencing in good condition does not exclude deer. On the Trans-Canada highway near
Banff National Park in Canada, for example, ungulate–vehicle collisions were reduced by
80% with mitigation fencing (Clevenger, Chruszez, & Gunson, 2001). Fence breaches are
probably worst in drought when roadside vegetation is more plentiful on road verges than
elsewhere (Bellis & Graves, 1978). Burgin and Brainwood (2008) found that most roadkills
occurred where there was a barrier on one side of the road rather than where there were no
barriers or they occurred on both sides of the road. Although not tested, densely planted
roadside vegetation, preferably unpalatable to deer, could act as an alternative barrier to
deter deer along roadways and elsewhere in urban areas. This strategy could be achieved
through community action. In Australia there are in excess of 4,000 Landcare groups
and “many thousands” of volunteers, together with large numbers of additional “care”



Feral Deer in the Suburbs 75

groups working toward the slogan “everyone, everywhere, landcare” (Landcare Australia,
undated). These groups have planted native vegetation throughout extensive areas of public
lands, including along highway verges across much of the country. In some areas such
as a section of the Hume Highway south of Sydney, Acacia shrubs (wattles) have been
planted that are probably sufficiently dense, and in a swath broad enough to deter deer
from the motorway. Since the Landcare mantra is to support natural resource management,
these activities would fall within the purview of this Australia-wide network of volunteers.
In new urban developments, particularly at the interface of urban and natural areas, plant-
ing of vegetation barriers against deer may minimize encroachment of feral deer into the
urban area. Within established urban areas, fencing and/or such plantings could be used
strategically along roadside verges and around wetlands and parks.

Another technique to reduce attraction of deer to roadways is to cease slashing roadside
verges wherever practical given that roadkills are most common in areas where roadside
vegetation is slashed. When slashed, herbivores browse on regrowth and, in doing so,
increase the chance of becoming victim of vehicle collisions (Burgin & Brainwood, 2008).
Other techniques such as underpasses and drift fences (Glista, DeVault, & DeWoody, 2009)
and right-of-way clearings have been tested and/or used for white-tailed deer in the United
States, although their efficacy has seldom been demonstrated (Falk et al., 1978). These
types of management techniques should, however, be investigated for Australia.

Frightening devices based on visual, acoustic, or odour are available commercially.
Most of these have also not been appropriately evaluated (VerCauteren, Shivik, & Lavelle,
2005) although those that have been examined have generally proved ineffectual, even
in the short term (Gilsdorf, Hygnstrom, & VerCauteren, 2003; VerCauteren et al., 2005).
Even motion-activated frightening devices (e.g., combined acoustic and visual stimuli) have
either proved ineffective or the deer response has diminished over time (Gilsdorf et al.,
2003, 2004; VerCauteren et al., 2005). If such devices did deter deer, many would not
likely be widely socially acceptable in urban areas. Within this context, and despite the
apparent lack of efficacy of a range of frightening devices, a review of the literature would
be appropriate to identify effective device(s) for use within Australia’s urban areas. It may
be that intermittent use of several different approaches could overcome the habituation of
deer to any one device.

Finally, monitoring numbers of deer and their spread into urban areas is required to
underpin priority management decisions. Taken together, these are just a few possible rec-
ommendations for managing urban and feral deer in Australia, but more research is needed
to empirically examine the current status and impacts associated with increased habitation
of urban deer in Australia.

References

ABS. (2013). 34102.0 Australian social trends, April 2013: The “average” Australian. Belconnen,
Australia: Australian Bureau of Statistics. Retrieved from http://www.abs.gov.au/

Bellis, E. D., & Graves, H. B. (1978). Highway fences as deterrents to vehicle-deer collisions.
Transport Research Board, 674, 53–58.

Bentley, A. (1978). An introduction to the deer of Australia. Melbourne, Australia: The Koetong Trust
Fund and the Forest Commission, Victoria.

Bilney, R. (2013). The protected pest: Deer in Australia. The conversation. Retrieved from http://
theconversation.com/the-protected-pest-deer-in-australi-11452

Biosecurity SA (2013). Captive and feral deer in South Australia. Glenside, Australia: South
Australian Government. Retrieved from http://www.pir.sa.gov.au/biosecuritysa/nrm_biosecurity/
pest_animal/pest_animal_programs/captive_and_feral_deer_in_sa

http://www.abs.gov.au/
http://theconversation.com/the-protected-pest-deer-in-australi-11452
http://theconversation.com/the-protected-pest-deer-in-australi-11452
http://www.pir.sa.gov.au/biosecuritysa/nrm_biosecurity/pest_animal/pest_animal_programs/captive_and_feral_deer_in_sa
http://www.pir.sa.gov.au/biosecuritysa/nrm_biosecurity/pest_animal/pest_animal_programs/captive_and_feral_deer_in_sa


76 S. Burgin et al.

Bissonette, J. A., Kassar, C. A., & Cook, L. J. (2008). Assessment of costs associated with deer-
vehicle collisions: Human death and injury, vehicle damage, and deer loss. Human-Wildlife
Conflicts, 2, 17–27.

Brockie, R. E., & Sadleir, R. M. F. S. (2009). Long-term wildlife road-kill counts in New Zealand.
New Zealand Journal of Zoology, 36, 123–134.

Buetre, B., Wicks, B., Kruger, H., Millist, N., Yainshet, A., Garner, G., . . . Symes, M. (2013).
Potential socio-economic impacts of an outbreak of foot-and-mouth disease in Australia.
Canberra, Australia: Australian Bureau of Agriculture and Resource Economics in Australia.

Burgin, S., & Brainwood, M. (2008). Comparison of road kills in peri-urban and regional areas of
New South Wales (Australia) and factors influencing deaths. In D. Lunney, A. Munn, & W. Meikle
(Eds.), Too close for comfort: Contentious issues in human-wildlife encounters (pp. 137–144).
Mosman, Australia: Royal Zoological Society of New South Wales.

Charlton, B. D., Reby, D., & McComb, K. (2007). Female red deer prefer the roars of larger males.
Biological Letters, 3, 382–385.

Clevenger, A. P., Chruszez, B., & Gunson, K. E. (2001). Highway mitigation fencing reduces wildlife-
vehicle collisions. Wildlife Society Bulletin, 29, 646–653.

Connelly, N. A., Decker, D. J., & Wear, S. (1987). Public tolerance of deer in a suburban environment:
Implications for management and control. Third Eastern Wildlife Damage Control Conference,
1987 (Paper 8). Retrieved from http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/ewdcc3/8

Cornicelli, L., Woolf, A., & Roseberry, J. L. (1996). White-tailed deer use of a suburban environment
in Southern Illinois. Transactions of the Illinois State Academy of Science, 89, 93–103.

Coulson, G. (1989). The effect of drought on road mortality of macropods. Australian Wildlife
Research, 16, 79–83.

Cox, A. (2002). Action at last on royal deer. Nature NSW, 46, 20.
Cromwell, J. A., Warren, R. J., & Henderson, D. W. (1999). Live-capture and small-scale relocation

of urban deer on Hilton Head Island, South Carolina. Wildlife Society Bulletin, 27, 1025–1031.
DAFF. (2012). Foot and mouth disease. Orange, Australia: Department of Primary Industries.
DAFFB. (2013). Feral red deer Cervus elapus. Brisbane, Australia: Department of Agriculture,

Fisheries and Forestry Biosecurity.
Danielson, B. J., & Hubbard, M. W. (1998). A literature review for assessing the status of cur-

rent methods of reducing deer-vehicle collisions. Report for the task force on animal collisions.
Des Moines, IA: Iowa Department of Transportation & Iowa Department of Natural Resources.

Daszak, P., Cunningham, A. A., & Hyatt, A. D. (2000). Emerging infectious diseases of wildlife—
Threats to biodiversity and human health. Science, 287, 443–449.

Decker, D., & Gavin, T. A. (1987). Public attitudes toward a sub-urban deer herd. Wildlife Society
Bulletin, 16, 53–75.

Decker, D. J., & Chase, L. C. (1997). Human dimensions of living with wildlife—A management
challenge for 21st century. Wildlife Society Bulletin, 25, 788–795.

DeNicola, A. J., VerCauteren, K. C., Curtis, P. D., & Hygnstrom, S. E. (2000). Managing white-tailed
deer in suburban environments. A technical guide. Ithaca, NY: Cornell Cooperative Extension.

Doherty, L. (2004). Don’t worry, deer, today you can roam on the range. In D. Lunney & S.
Burgin (Eds.), Urban wildlife: More than meets the eye (pp. 184–185). Mosman, Australia: Royal
Zoological Society of New South Wales.

Falk, N. W., Graves, H. B., & Bellis, E. D. (1978). Highway right-of-way fences as deer deterrents.
Journal of Wildlife Management, 42, 646–650.

Finch, N., Murray, P., Hoy, J., & Baxter, E. (2014). Expenditure and motivation of Australian
recreational hunters. Wildlife Research, 41, 76–83.

Finch, N. A., & Baxter, G. S. (2007). Oh deer, what can the matter be? Landholder attitudes to deer
management in Queensland. Wildlife Research, 34, 211–217.

Finder, R., Roseberry, J., & Woolf, A. (1999). Site and landscape conditions at white-tailed
deer/vehicle collision locations in Illinois. Landscape and Urban Planning, 44, 77–85.

Frith, H. (1973). Wildlife conservation. Sydney, Australia: Angus and Robertson.

http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/ewdcc3/8


Feral Deer in the Suburbs 77

Forster, N. M., Breckon, R. D., Luedke, A. J., & Jones, R. H. (1977). Transmission of two strains
of epizootic haemorrhagic disease virus in deer by Culicoides variipennis. Journal of Wildlife
Diseases, 13, 9–16.

Forsyth, D. M. (2009). How can research contribute to the management of wild deer in Australia? In
S. McLeod (Ed.), Workshop proceedings: What are the issues for the management of wild deer in
Australia (pp. 7–21). Canberra, Australia: Invasive Animals Cooperative Research Centre.

Galvin, N. (2007, December 21). Culling stirs deep emotions among supporters and oppo-
nents. Sydney Morning Herald. Retrieved from http://www.smh.com.au/articles/2007/12/20/
1197740472554.html

Gauss, C. B. L., Dubey, J. P., Vidal, D., Cabezón, Ruiz-Fons, F., Vicente, J., . . . Almería, S. (2006).
Prevalence of Toxoplasma gondii antibodies in red deer (Cervus elaphus) and other wild ruminants
from Spain. Veterinary Parasitology, 136, 193–200.

Geist, V. (1999). Deer of the world: Their evolution, behaviour and ecology. Sydney, Australia:
Angus and Robertson.

Gilsdorf, J. M., Hygnstrom, S. E., & VerCauteren, K. C. (2003). Use of frightening devices in wildlife
damage management. Integrated Pest Management Reviews, 7, 29–45.

Gilsdorf, J. M., Hygnstrom, S. E., VerCauteren, K. C., Clements, G. M., Blankenship, E. E., &
Engemann, R. M. (2004). Evaluation of a deer-activated bio-acoustic frightening device for
reducing deer damage in cornfields. Wildlife Society Bulletin, 32, 515–523.

Glista, D. J., DeVault, T. L., & DeWoody, J. A. (2009). A review of mitigation measures for reducing
wildlife mortality on roadways. Landscape and Urban Planning, 91, 1–7.

Gray, D. (2012, December 5). Record 41,000 deer cull but thousands more roaming free. The
Age [Online]. Retrieved from http://www.theage.com.au/victoria/record-41000-deer-culled-but-
thousands-more-roaming-free-20121204-2atbp.html

Gray, D. (2013, December 18). Deer numbers spark call for a Victorian cull. The Age [Online].
Retrieved from http://www.theage.com.au/victoria/deer-numbers-spark-call-for-a-victorian-cull-
20131217-2zjc2.ht

Gray, G. C. (1993). Wildlife and people: The human dimensions of wildlife ecology. Chicago, IL:
University of Illinois Press.

Hall, G. P., & Gill, K. P. (2005). Management of wild deer in Australia. Journal of Wildlife
Management, 69, 837–844.

Harrison, M., & Slee, K. (1995). The Australian deer hunters’ handbook. Melbourne, Australia:
Australian Deer Foundation.

Hart, S. (2009). Management of deer: RSPCA Australia perspective. In S. McLeod (Ed.), Workshop
proceedings: What are the issues for the management of wild deer in Australia (pp. 30–31).
Canberra, Australia: Invasive Animals Cooperative Research Centre.

Hastings, A. W. (1996). Bambi and the hunting ethos. Journal of Popular Film and Television, 24,
53–59.

Havlick, D. (2004). Road kill. Conservation in Practice, 5, 30–33.
Hayes, E. B., & Piesman, J. (2003). How can we prevent Lyme disease? New England Journal of

Medicine, 348, 2424–2430.
Hill, N. J., Carbery, K. A., & Deane, E. M. (2007). Human-possum conflict in urban Sydney,

Australia: Public perceptions and implications for species management. Human Dimensions of
Wildlife, 12, 101–113.

Hobday, A. J., & Minstrell, M. L. (2008). Distribution and abundance of roadkill on Tasmanian
highways: Human management options. Wildlife Research, 35, 712–726.

Iverson, A. L., & Iverson, L. R. (1999). Spatial and temporal trends of deer harvest and deer-vehicle
accidents in Ohio. Ohio Journal of Science, 99, 84–94.

Jaarsma, C. F., van Langevelde, E., & Botma, H. (2006). Flattened fauna and mitigation: Traffic
victims related to road, traffic, vehicle, and species characteristics. Transportation Research, Part
D 11, 264–276.

Jenkins, D. J. (2006). Echinococcus granulosus in Australia, widespread and doing well! Parasitology
International, 56, S203–S206.

http://www.smh.com.au/articles/2007/12/20/1197740472554.html
http://www.smh.com.au/articles/2007/12/20/1197740472554.html
http://www.theage.com.au/victoria/record-41000-deer-culled-but-thousands-more-roaming-free-20121204-2atbp.html
http://www.theage.com.au/victoria/record-41000-deer-culled-but-thousands-more-roaming-free-20121204-2atbp.html
http://www.theage.com.au/victoria/deer-numbers-spark-call-for-a-victorian-cull-20131217-2zjc2.ht
http://www.theage.com.au/victoria/deer-numbers-spark-call-for-a-victorian-cull-20131217-2zjc2.ht


78 S. Burgin et al.

Jenkins, D. J., McKinlay, A., Duolong, H. E., Bradshaw, H., & Craig, P. S. (2006). Detection of
Echinococcus granulosus coproantigens in faeces from naturally infected rural domestic dogs in
south eastern Australia. Australian Veterinary Journal, 84, 12–16.

Jesser, P. (2005) Deer in Queensland: Pest status review series—Land protection. Brisbane, Australia:
Department of Natural Resources and Mines.

Jones, M. E. (2000). Road upgrade, road mortality and remedial measures: Impacts on a population
of eastern quolls and Tasmanian devils. Wildlife Research, 27, 289–296.

Keith, D., & Pellow, B. (2005). Effects of Javan rusa deer (Cervus timorensis) on native plant species
in the Jibbon-Bundeena area, Royal National Park, New South Wales. Proceedings of the Linnean
Society of New South Wales, 126, 99–110.

Kilpatrick, H. J., & Walter, W. D. (1997). Urban deer management: A community vote. Wildlife
Society Bulletin, 25, 388–391.

Klöcker, U., Croft, D. B., & Ramp, D. (2006). Frequency and causes of kangaroo-vehicle collisions
on an Australian outback highway. Wildlife Research, 33, 5–15.

Knowles, N. J., Samuel, A. R., Kitching, R. P., & Donaldson, A. I. (2001). Outbreak of foot-and-
mouth disease virus serotype O in the UK caused by a pandemic strain. The Veterinary Record,
148, 258–259.

Landcare Australia. (undated). Everyone, everywhere, landcare. Retrieved from http://www.
landcareonline.com.au/?page_id=2

Lee, E., Klöcker, U., Croft, D. B., & Ramp, D. (2004). Kangaroo-vehicle collisions in Australia’s
sheep rangelands, during and following drought periods. Australian Mammalogy, 26, 215–226.

Loker, C. A., Decker, D. J., & Schwager, S. J. (1999). Social acceptability of wildlife management
actions in suburban areas: Three cases from New York. Wildlife Society Bulletin, 27, 152–159.

Low, T. (1999). Feral future: The untold story of Australia’s exotic invaders. Melbourne, Australia:
Penguin Press.

Lunney, D., & Burgin, S. (2004). Urban wildlife: More than meets the eye. Mosman, Australia: Royal
Zoological Society of New South Wales.

Lunney, D., Eby, P., Hutchings, P., & Burgin, S. (2007). Pest or guest: The zoology of overabundance.
Mosman, Australia: Royal Zoological Society of New South Wales.

Lunney, D., Munn, A., & Meikle, W. (2008). Too close for comfort: Contentious issues in human-
wildlife encounters. Mosman, Australia: Royal Zoological Society of New South Wales.

Mallick, S. A., Hocking, G. J., & Driessen, M. M. (1998). Road-kills of the eastern barred bandicoot
(Perameles gunnii) in Tasmania: An index of abundance. Wildlife Research, 25, 139–145.

Marks, C., & Bloomfield, T. (1999). Bait uptake by foxes (Vulpes vulpes) in urban Melbourne: The
potential of oral vaccination for rabies control. Wildlife Research, 26, 777–787.

Mastro, L. L., Conover, M. R., & Frey, S. N. (2008). Deer-vehicle collision prevention techniques.
Human-Wildlife Conflicts, 2, 80–92.

Matherson, M. (2012, September 12). Better Vic hunting rules welcomed. Sporting Shooter.
Retrieved from http://www.sportingshootermag.com.au/news/better-vic-hunting-rules-welcomed

McCarthy, J. (2013, July 6–7). End of the stag party. The Courier Mail, Brisbane, p. 15.
McLeod, S. (2009). Workshop proceedings: What are the issues for the management of wild deer in

Australia (pp. 106–111). Canberra, Australia: Invasive Animals Cooperative Research Centre.
McNulty, S. A., Porter, W. F., Mathews, N. E., & Hill, J. A. (1997). Localized management for

reducing white-tailed deer populations. Wildlife Society Bulletin, 25, 265–271.
McShea, W. J., Underwood, H. B., & Rappole, J. H. (1997). The science and politics of managing

deer within a protected area. Wildlife Society Bulletin, 25, 443–446.
Melham, D. (undated). Government abolishes Game Council NSW. Retrieved from http://www.ssaa.

org.au/notice-board/2013/2013-07-12_government-abolishes-game-council-nsw.html
Moriarty, A. (2004a). Wild deer herds in Australia’s urban fringe: Issues, management, and poli-

tics. In D. Lunney & S. Burgin (Eds.), Urban wildlife: More than meets the eye. (pp. 179–185).
Mosman, Australia: Royal Zoological Society of New South Wales.

Moriarty, A. (2004b). The liberation, distribution, abundance and management of wild deer in
Australia. Wildlife Research, 31, 291–299.

http://www.landcareonline.com.au/?page_id=2
http://www.landcareonline.com.au/?page_id=2
http://www.sportingshootermag.com.au/news/better-vic-hunting-rules-welcomed
http://www.ssaa.org.au/notice-board/2013/2013-07-12_government-abolishes-game-council-nsw.html
http://www.ssaa.org.au/notice-board/2013/2013-07-12_government-abolishes-game-council-nsw.html


Feral Deer in the Suburbs 79

Moriarty, A. (2009). Science based management of wild deer in Australia: A case study— Rusa deer
in the Royal National Park. In S. McLeod (Ed.), Workshop proceedings: What are the issues for
the management of wild deer in Australia (pp. 112–118). Canberra, Australia: Invasive Animals
Cooperative Research Centre.

Ng, W. J., Nielsen, C., & St Clair, C. C. (2008). Landscape and traffic factors influencing deer-vehicle
collisions in an urban environment. Human-Wildlife Conflicts, 2, 34–47.

Nielsen, C., Anderson, R., & Grund, M. (2003). Landscape influences on deer-vehicle accident areas
in an urban environment. Journal of Wildlife Management, 67, 46–51.

Nietschmann, B. (1977). The Bambi factor. Natural History, 86, 84–87.
Pokorny, B. (2006). Roe deer-vehicle collisions in Slovenia: Situation, mitigation strategy, and

countermeasures. Veterinarski Arhiv, 76, S177–S187.
Putman, R. J., & Moore, N. P. (1998). Impact of deer in lowland Britain on agriculture, forestry, and

conservation habitats. Mammal Review, 28, 141–164.
Raik, D. B., Lauber T. B., Decker D. J., & Brown T. L. (2005). Managing community contro-

versy in suburban wildlife management: Adopting practices that address value differences. Human
Dimensions of Wildlife, 10, 109–122.

Ramp, D., & Ben-Ami, D. (2006). The effect of road-based fatalities on the viability of a peri-urban
swamp wallaby population. Journal of Wildlife Management, 70, 1615–1624.

Ramp, D., Caldwell, J., Edwards, K. A., Warton, D., & Croft, D. B. (2005). Modelling of wildlife
fatality hotspots along the Snowy Mountain Highway in New South Wales, Australia. Biological
Conservation, 126, 474–490.

Ramp, D., & Roger, E. (2008). Frequency of animal-vehicle collisions in NSW. In D. Lunney,
A. Munn, & W. Meikle (Eds.), Too close for comfort: Contentious issues in human-wildlife
encounters (pp. 118–126). Mosman, Australia: Royal Zoological Society of New South Wales.

Ramp, D., Wilson, V. K., & Croft, D. B. (2006). Assessing the impacts of roads in peri-urban
reserves: Road-based fatalities and road usage by wildlife in Royal National Park, New South
Wales, Australia. Biological Conservation, 129, 348–359.

Romin, L. A., & Bissonette, J. A. (1996). Deer-vehicle collision: Status of state monitoring activities
and mitigation efforts. Wildlife Society Bulletin, 24, 276–283.

Rondeau, D., & Conrad, J. M. (2003). Managing urban deer. American Journal of Agricultural
Economics, 85, 266–281.

Rowden, P., Steinhardt, D., & Sheehan, M. (2008). Road crashes involving animals in Australia.
Accident Analysis and Prevention, 40, 1865–1871.

Russell, R. C., Doggett, S. L., Munro, R., Ellis, J., Avery, D., Hunt, C., & Dickeson, D. (1994).
Lyme disease: A search for a causative agent in ticks in south-eastern Australia. Epidemiology
and Infection, 112, 375–384.

Sayre, R. W., Decker, D. J., & Good, G. L. (1992). Deer damage to landscape plants in New
York State: Perceptions of nursery producers, landscape firms, and homeowners. Journal of
Environmental Horticulture, 10, 46–51.

Scarce, R. (1998). What do wolves mean? Conflicting social constructions of Canis lupus in
“Bordertown.” Human Dimensions of Wildlife, 3, 26–45.

Schmid, G. P. (1985). The global distribution of Lyme disease. Clinical Infectious Diseases, 7, 41–50.
SCPI. (2012). Australian Veterinary Emergency Plan AUSVETPLAN: Disease strategy foot-and-

mouth disease Version 3.3, 2012. Deakin, Australia: Standing Council on Primary Industries,
Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry, and Animal Health Australia.

SSAA. (2013). SSAA launches 2013 Year of the Hunter. Sporting Shooters Association of Australia.
Retrieved from http://www.ssaa.org.au/fact-sheet/2013-02-12_ssaa-launches-2013-year-of-the-
hunter-LR.pdf

SSAA. (2014). Join the SSAA. Sporting Shooters Association of Australia. Retrieved from http://
www.ssaaqld.org.au/become-a-shooter/join-the-ssaa

Stout, R. J., Knuth, B. A., & Curtis, P. D. (1997). Preferences of suburban landowners for deer
management techniques: A step toward better communication. Wildlife Society Bulletin, 25,
348–359.

http://www.ssaa.org.au/fact-sheet/2013-02-12_ssaa-launches-2013-year-of-the-hunter-LR.pdf
http://www.ssaa.org.au/fact-sheet/2013-02-12_ssaa-launches-2013-year-of-the-hunter-LR.pdf
http://www.ssaaqld.org.au/become-a-shooter/join-the-ssaa
http://www.ssaaqld.org.au/become-a-shooter/join-the-ssaa


80 S. Burgin et al.

Taylor, B. D., & Goldingay, R. L. (2004). Wildlife road-kills on three major roads in North-eastern
New South Wales. Wildlife Research, 31, 83–91.

Tsang, H. (2005). Game and feral animal control bill. Sydney, Australia: NSW Legislative Assembly
Hansard, 24 May, 2005.

Valarcher, J.-F., Knowles, N. J., Zakharov, V., Scherbakov, A., Zhang, Z., Shang, Y.-J., . . . Paton, D.
J. (2009). Multiple origins of foot-and-mouth disease virus serotype Asia 1 outbreaks, 2003–2007.
Emerging Infectious Diseases, 15, 1046–1051.

Vaske, J. J., Shelby, L. B., & Needham, M. D. (2009). Preparing for the next disease: The human-
wildlife connection. In M. J. Manfredo, J. J. Vaske, P. J. Brown, D. J. Decker, & E. A. Duke
(Eds.), Wildlife and society: The science of human dimensions (pp. 244–261). Washington, DC:
Island Press.

VerCauteren, K. C., Shivik, J. A., & Lavelle, M. J. (2005). Efficacy of an animal-activated frightening
device on urban elk and mule deer. Wildlife Society Bulletin, 33, 1282–1287.

Ward, A. I. (2005). Expanding ranges of wild and feral deer in Great Britain. Mammal Review, 35,
165–173.

Warren, R. J. (1997). The challenge of deer overabundance in the 21st century. Wildlife Society
Bulletin, 25, 213–214.

WCC. (2013). Deer fact sheet. Wollongong, Australia: Wollongong City Council.
Webb, E. (2013, June 19). Call for cull as police fear feral deer roaming through Dandenong

Ranges. Leader. Retrieved from http://www.heraldsun.com.au/leader/east/call-for-cull-as-police-
fear-feral-deer-roaming-through-dandenong-ranges/story-fngnvlxu-1226665611267

White, J. G., Gubiani, R., Smallman, N., Snell, K., & Morton, A. (2006). Home range, habitat selec-
tion and diet of foxes (Vulpes vulpes) in semi-urban riparian environment. Wildlife Research, 33,
175–180.

WHO. (2013). WAHID interface: World animal health information database. Geneva, Switzerland:
World Health Organization. Retrieved from http://www.oie.int/wahis_2/public/wahid.php/
Wahidhome/Home

Woods, B. (2000). Beauty and beast: Preferences for animals in Australia. Journal of Tourism Studies,
11, 25–35.

http://www.heraldsun.com.au/leader/east/call-for-cull-as-police-fear-feral-deer-roaming-through-dandenong-ranges/story-fngnvlxu-1226665611267
http://www.heraldsun.com.au/leader/east/call-for-cull-as-police-fear-feral-deer-roaming-through-dandenong-ranges/story-fngnvlxu-1226665611267
http://www.oie.int/wahis_2/public/wahid.php/Wahidhome/Home
http://www.oie.int/wahis_2/public/wahid.php/Wahidhome/Home

	Abstract
	Introduction
	Feral Urban Deer Dilemma
	Deer Hunting in Australia
	Community Attitudes Toward Deer
	Deer--Vehicle Collisions
	Urban Environmental Damage
	Transmission of Disease
	Social Distress
	Recommendations and Conclusions
	References

