Hackney Council’s response to CPUG’s questions about the deer deaths 
CPUG questions on the death of a deer in Clissold Park on Sunday 13th 2011

The following questions arise from reading the council officer’s briefing paper of February 15th:
1. When the Ranger attending the incident on Sunday evening did she look for signs of injury to the deer, which may have been obscured if the deer was lying down? Were there signs of lameness or bleeding? 

Yes, the ranger entered the enclosure to check the deer. She went as close as possible to the deer without alarming it further and observed the female lying down and in shock. The doe was alive and no significant injuries could be seen. 

2. Is the ranger certain that the dead deer was the same one which had been worried by the dog?

It is not possible to be 100% certain about this, but as there was no sign of distress or injury to other deer, the ranger concluded that the deer that had died was the same one that had been worried by the dog. 

3. Will the results of the Post Mortem confirm the cause of the deer’s death and what or who attacked it?

The post mortem showed the cause of death to be ‘traumatic injury to the head and throat caused by a carnivore, presumed to have been a dog’. 

4. If the gap under the fencing remained unblocked over night, could other dogs as well as foxes have got into the compound and was there any evidence that this had happened?

A site inspection on the 14 February found small fox holes under the fencing and a larger gap beneath the fencing adjacent to the gate. There was no apparent evidence that other dogs had entered the enclosure overnight on 13/14 February.

5. Why were the gaps in the fence not seen and blocked by rangers or contractors before this?

It is not fully understood why the gaps had not been seen and blocked prior to this event; it is possible that the gap may have been obscured by materials that may previously have been stored alongside the fence. 

6. What records are there of inspections and other required actions by the rangers in the animal enclosure?

Inspections are carried out twice a day (morning and evening) by parks staff and once a day by the landscaping contractor. Signed inspection reports notifying any issues and remedial actions are submitted daily to Michael Dixon and Jon Markovic and these are kept on file. 

7. How often does the park manager check these records to ensure that the measures demanded following previous incursions and attacks are being carried out? What records of his checks are there?

As outlined above, the records are submitted and checked daily. 

8. How is the contractor’s compliance to the various protective measures around the animal enclosures recorded and monitored?

This is recorded and monitored using the systems described above, namely an element of self-checking as well as checking by parks staff. These inspections are complemented by the services of Rodney Day and Peter Green; Rodney has been visiting the park twice weekly and reports back to Michael Dixon and Peter Green following each visit; any concerns are therefore raised and addressed swiftly. 

9. What is the opinion of the vet about whether the animals may safely continue to be kept in the park?

Peter Green’s opinion is that – once complete – the new enclosure will provide a first class environment for the deer. 

10. What alternative safe locations might they be sent to?

Peter Green would find alternative safe locations from within his wide range of contacts at deer parks across the country should this be deemed necessary. 
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