City of

Dublin

OHIO, USA COMMUNITY SERVICES ADVISORY COMMISSION
February 10, 2026
MINUTES
CALL TO ORDER

The February 10, 2026 meeting of the Community Services Advisory Committee (CSAC) was called
to order by Chair Vicki Guinther at 6:30 PM on Wednesday, February 10, 2026 in Council Chamber,
5555 Perimeter Drive.

ROLL CALL

Committee Members Present: Vicki Guinther, Robert VanVliet, Hong Qiu, Ann Bohman, Jessica
Tobias, Cathy Axcell, Carol Clinton

Committee Members Absent: Rex Pryor

Staff Present: Megan O’Callaghan, Michael Barker, Emily Goliver, Mitchell Ament
Other Guests: Gregory Hitzhusen and Gabriel Karns, Ohio State; Kevin Kasnyik, Metro Parks

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Chair Guinther inquired if there were any corrections to the January 14, 2026 CSAC meeting minutes.
[No corrections were requested.]
Mr. VanVliet moved, Ms. Qiu seconded approval of the January 14, 2026 meeting minutes.

Vote: Ms. Tobias, yes; Ms. Bohman, yes; Mr. VanVliet, yes; Ms. Axcell, yes; Ms. Clinton, yes; Ms.
Qiu, yes; Chair Guinther.
[Motion carried 7-0.]

PUBLIC COMMENT

There were no public comments offered.

COMMITTEE MEMBER COMMENT

Ms. Bohman shared that she had received positive feedback about the Dublin deer postcard that
had been distributed to residents. She explained that the picture on the postcard had resonated
strongly with community members, generating significant positive responses. Ms. Bohman
reported that people had approached her on the street to express appreciation for the card. She
noted that while there were multiple ways to communicate, this particular postcard had captured
everyone's attention. Ms. Bohman expressed hope that the outreach would yield good statistical
results and thanked the committee for their work on this effective communication tool.

OLD BUSINESS

¢ Deer Management Recommendation
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Chair Guinther introduced the topic, noting that Ms. Goliver would be presenting on deer
management.

Ms. Goliver introduced the evening's guests and their areas of expertise and invited each to
provide a brief introduction.

Mr. Gabriel Karns introduced himself as working with The Ohio State University in the School of
Environment and Natural Resources. He explained that he had completed both a master's degree
and PhD studying whitetail deer ecology. While he noted he had not conducted extensive in-depth
research on deer in the past decade, he shared that his initial work at Ohio State involved a post
doctoral research project collaborating with the Division of Wildlife to reshape the statewide deer
management structure. He mentioned his involvement with suburban and urban white-tailed deer
management in and around Columbus.

Ms. Goliver added that the Ohio State capstone project, which committee members were familiar
with from recent years, had been led by Mr. Karns and his team of students.

Mr. Gregory Hitzhusen introduced himself as a colleague of Mr. Karns in the School of Environment
and Natural Resources at Ohio State. He explained that he teaches the capstone course for the
sustainability major and that they frequently work on projects in communities facing various
challenges. Mr. Hitzhusen noted that the deer management surveys conducted in Worthington
were completed by his students. He shared that his involvement with deer management began
partly because he teaches the capstone class, which provided research capabilities. He serves on
the Worthington Deer Task Force and, currently, on the Worthington Deer Advisory Council, which
gives him continuous involvement in Worthington's deer management conversations.

Mr. Hitzhusen expressed fascination with the survey results and decision-making processes he had
observed within the Dublin community. He noted his awareness of Dublin's deer situation and
mentioned recent surveys conducted in Gahanna and Columbus. He expressed curiosity about the
slight differences and many similarities between survey results across different communities. He
explained that while his perspective largely comes from Worthington's experience, his primary
expertise lies in environmental ethics and environmental values. He emphasized his particular
interest in hunting ethics and human-wildlife interaction questions.

Mr. Kevin Kasnyik introduced himself as working with Columbus and Franklin County Metro Parks.
He outlined Metro Parks' long history with deer management programs, which began in the early
1990s. Mr. Kasnyik shared that he started with Metro Parks as a student at Ohio State in the 1990s
and began working there full-time in 1997. He has been involved with their deer management
program throughout his tenure and been in charge of the program for the past six years. He noted
his degree from Ohio State in wildlife management and his status as a commissioned officer. As a
manager of park operations, he oversees operations in certain parks and serves as Metro Parks'
natural resource manager for the entire district. While acknowledging that deer management
represents a small portion of his responsibilities, he emphasized his involvement for the past 25
years.

Ms. Goliver thanked all the guests for joining and provided background on the deer management
discussion. She explained that this had been an ongoing conversation since February 2022. She
highlighted CSAC's vital role in ordinance 47-23, which was adopted by City Council at the
November 27, 2023 meeting as the outdoor feeding ordinance prohibiting the feeding of wild
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animals. She noted that the Ohio Department of Natural Resources (ODNR) had presented at the
November 25, 2024 CSAC meeting on the current landscape, statewide programs, and their
expertise in deer management. This was followed by further discussion at the February 11, 2025
CSAC meeting, where it was recommended that city staff continue monitoring the regional
landscape surrounding deer management. Staff had committed to providing CSAC with updates
when new information became available, which was supported by City Council at the May 5, 2025
meeting. She noted that there had been a follow-up at the January 14, 2026 meeting, which Mr.
Ament had facilitated in her absence.

Ms. Goliver addressed specific questions raised at the January 14 CSAC meeting regarding whether
there was an aggressive deer trend and if pre-2025 data existed. She confirmed that data was
available but noted its dependence on resident reports. She presented statistics showing that in
2025, there were 20 dog attacks reported and 35 incidents with deer stalking or chasing humans.
In comparison, in 2024 there were only 4 total combined incidents; in 2023, there were 3
incidents. She emphasized this significant increase as an important data point.

Ms. Goliver shared survey data where residents reported deer experiences beyond damage to
plants and landscape. She explained that in analyzing narrative responses, there were 120 unique
counts of incidents involving pets and deer; 4 unique incidents where pets were reportedly killed
as a result of deer interactions; and 45 counts of deer chasing or stalking people.

Addressing health concerns of the deer population, Ms. Goliver identified disease transmission as
the primary concern, occurring through direct or indirect contact. She listed the three most
common diseases mentioned by ODNR are chronic wasting disease (with no reports yet in Franklin
County) and EHD (with confirmed cases in central Ohio), a condition causing wart-like growths on
deer faces. She noted that Ms. Ray had reported at the previous meeting that she had received
many calls about deer with facial warts; however, ODNR does not track these diseases by specific
locations.

Regarding the cost implications of waiting until Dublin reaches biological carrying capacity before
implementing a management program, Ms. Goliver explained that costs would ultimately be
determined by the number of deer removed. She noted that costs could be higher initially if more
aggressive removal was pursued, or the costs could be spread over time with smaller annual
removals. She shared insights from Worthington's contractor that removal does not follow a flat
fee structure per deer. As programs progress, deer become more difficult to remove as they learn
to avoid bait stations and adapt to removal efforts. The organization that the City of Worthington
works with factors this increasing difficulty into their cost structure.

Ms. Goliver addressed whether implementing a program sooner would eliminate the need for
archery. She explained that archery could serve as a maintenance tactic. Timing of program
implementation neither eliminates nor creates the need for archery. It could function as a
maintenance program once acceptable population levels are reached or supplement professional
sharpshooter programs.

She provided updates on drone technology being developed for deer population assessment,
particularly in hotspot areas like Avery Park, to count deer at specific moments in time and track
the removal program’s success. She emphasized that annual removal numbers would be dictated
by program goals and social tolerance levels. Success metrics could include reduction in dead deer
pickups and periodic community surveys to track sentiment changes.
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Ms. Goliver shared that Worthington had signed a contract with a correctional facility to process
deer meat into 2-pound packages for distribution to local food pantries at a cost of $130 per deer.
Dublin staff had reached out to the Dublin Food Pantry to understand their processes and policies
regarding accepting such donations.

Regarding survey distribution, Ms. Goliver reported high engagement metrics: the Nextdoor post
received 72 interactions (one of their highest); Instagram had 90 interactions; Facebook had 57.
She thanked Ms. Bohman for mentioning the mailer, noting it was sent to 18,729 households, and
nearly 1,500 QR code scans were tracked. The survey also was promoted through the Dublin video
series, weekly newsletters, HOA communications, and media coverage in the Columbus Dispatch.

Ms. Goliver presented the survey results in detail. For background questions, the majority of
respondents indicated that they lived within city limits. Prior awareness of the deer feeding ban
showed 40% positive, 38% negative, and 22% neutral responses. Regarding deer population
levels, 55% indicated there were too many deer, 41% said there was an acceptable number, and
4% said too few. Regarding deer population changes over the past three years, 60% reported it
had increased, 34% said it stayed the same, and 6% said it had decreased.

For negative deer experiences, 49% reported plant or property damage; 14% reported deer
vehicle collisions or near misses; 19% reported Lyme disease from deer ticks; and others reported
aggressive deer encounters. Of those experiencing deer/vehicle incidents, 441 people who had
collisions or near misses did not report them to police, which reveals the data collection
challenges.

Regarding injury incidents in the past three years, 93% reported no injuries to people or pets,
while 7% (227 people) reported injuries had been experienced.

Regardin concerns about deer removal programs, for public safety: 33% of respondents were
slightly concerned, 28.5% indicated they were not concerned, and 38% were most concerned.
Regarding program costs: 43.5% were slightly concerned, 37.3% not concerned, and 19.2% most
concerned. For deer welfare: 30.4% were slightly concerned, 35.7% not concerned, and 34%
most concerned.

Regarding management preferences, 41% of respondents indicated they believed there was no
need to manage the population, while 59% said the population is increasing and should be
managed. Regarding the use of public funds for deer management, 60% supported the use of
public funds and 40% opposed. For the use of lethal management methods (assuming safety
regulations), 49% supported, 33% opposed, and 18% were neutral.

Comparing the recent survey to the May 2023 survey, the percentage indicating there was an
acceptable number of deer decreased from 54.9% to 41.1%, while those saying there were too
many deer increased from 42% to 55%. Support for a deer management program increased from
50.5% to 59.3%, while those seeing no need for deer management decreased from 49.5% to
40.7%. '

Ms. Goliver presented ward-specific data showing variation across the City. Ward 3 showed 67.3%
support for management, while Ward 2 showed 43% support. For lethal management, Ward 4
showed nearly 49% support, and Ward 3 showed 55.7% support. She noted this aligned with
complaint patterns and helped identify deer issue hotspots.



























