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periodic publication available at 
no charge.  To be placed on the 
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request with complete address to: 
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     A Waste Knot Partner 

The Washtenaw County 
Conservation District is seeking input 
from Washtenaw County residents on 
natural resource and environmental 
issues of concern in Washtenaw 
County.  Every five years the 
Conservation District conducts a 
resource assessment to identify these 
type of issues of concern.  Based upon 
the identified issues, the District then 
determines what actions it can take 
over the next five years to help address 
those issues.  

An on-line survey has been 
created to collect input from County 
residents.  Residents can complete the 
survey at the following Internet 
address: 
http://entrypage.hrgems.com/rasurvey 
through July 31, 2006.  The survey 
takes ten minutes or less to complete, 
and all answers will be kept strictly 
confidential.   

A paper copy of the survey is 
also enclosed in this newsletter which 
can be returned by mail or fax.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Questions in the survey will 

ask residents their familiarity with the 
Conservation District; selection of 
their top three natural resource or 
environmental issues; top three 
concerns related to each of their top 
three issues; how well local  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
conservation/environmental 
organizations, County and State 
agencies are addressing their identified 
issues; what the Conservation District 
can do to address the issues; and 
several questions on demographic  
information.  Survey participants will 
also have an opportunity to list issues 
not identified in the survey.              
 Input for the resource 
assessment is also being requested 
from a number of local 
conservation/environmental 
organizations and groups; County and 
State government agencies; local 
government officials; local businesses; 
Conservation District tree sale 

customers and newsletter subscribers.   

“We look forward to receiving 
valuable input from a broad range of 
people and organizations through the 
resource assessment survey.  This input 
is important to help us identify what 
the Conservation District can do to 
implement our mission--assist the 
residents of Washtenaw County with 
the conservation and management of 
their natural resources,” said District 
board chairman, Donald Rentschler.  
 
 Resource Assessment Survey 
Take the on-line version at:  

http://entrypage.hrgems.com/rasurvey

or use the copy  

inside this newsletter! 

http://entrypage.hrgems.com/rasurvey


  Forestry Niche 
          by ANDY HENRIKSEN, District Forester 
 

 Weed Control and Deer Control 
Study Results 

  
  
  
 
  

 Five years ago, the 
Forestry Assistance Program initiated a 
study to observe the efficacy of various 
weed control techniques and deer 
control techniques commonly used in 
tree and shrub plantings.  This article 
discusses some of the things we learned 
from this project. 
 
The Site 
The site that was used for this study 
and demonstration is a 5-acre privately 
owned field consisting mostly of 
relatively heavy loams (Morley loam 
and Blount loam), with a few low-lying 
areas that hold water for one to two 
weeks in the spring and for shorter 
periods following significant rains.   
 
The Species 
Tree and shrub species were chosen 
based on their conservation value, 
availability, suitability to the site and soil 
conditions, and their aesthetic value.  
As such, the site was planted to Norway 
spruce, white pine, red oak, green ash*, 
highbush cranberry, Sargent crabapple, 
and Redosier dogwood.   

* Unfortunately, Emerald Ash 
Borer had not been discovered at the 
time of planting or a different species 
would have been chosen. Currently, the 
ash trees are by far doing the best 
overall, but unfortunately will not likely 
make it more than another few years 
due to this pest. 

 
The Techniques 
Four weed control treatments were 
applied – glyphosphate (Roundup), 
organic mulch, fabric weed barriers, and 
a control treatment.  The glyphosphate 
was applied annually in the spring, and 
the mulch was reapplied as needed.   

Addtionally, six deer control 
techniques were studied – Deer 
Away™ repellent, Plantskydd™ 
repellent, Tree Guard™ repellent, 
Exclusion (fencing), 4’ tree shelters, and 
a control treatment.  The tree shelters 
were used only on the hardwood trees 
(oaks and ashes).  The repellents were 
reapplied every four to six months. 

Individual weed control 
treatments were replicated 15 times per 
species, and deer control treatments 
replicated 12 times per species.  
 
Weed Control Results 
All trees and shrubs experienced an 
unusually high mortality rate due to 
droughty conditions, particularly in the 
first year of establishment.  Survival (all 
species) ranged from 38% (control) to 
55% (mulch).  Only 40% of the 
glyphosphate-treated trees survived, 
possibly due to some herbicide drift, 
despite the measures taken to prevent 
this.  50% of the weed barrier trees 
survived.  Interestingly, though, the 
best growth was on the glyphosphate-
treated trees (66 cm.)  The control trees 
had the least amount of growth (31 
cm.). The mulch and weed barrier-
treated trees grew 42 cm. and 49 cm., 
respectively. 
 

 
 
Deer Control Results 
There wasn’t a significant range of 
survival between the various deer 
control techniques.  Survival for all of 
the treatments was between 40% (Deer 
Away™) and 50% (Plantskydd™ and 
control).  The trees that survived in the 
shelters had distinctly better vertical 
growth (113 cm) with the next best 
being the exclusion (52 cm.).  The 
Plantskydd™, Deer Away™, and Tree 
Guard™ grew 32 cm., 18 cm., and 16 
cm., respectively.  The control 
treatments had 27 cm. of growth. 
 
Conclusions 
Unfortunately, it is difficult to draw any 
concrete conclusions from this study 
due to the high overall mortality rate, 
and the narrow range of the results.  
Additional replications of such a study 
might yield more statistically valid 
information.   

However, anecdotally, several 
things can be concluded from this 
experiment.  There is no doubt that 
weed competition kill trees, and those 
lucky few trees that manage to survive 
in a weedy setting grow quite slowly.  
Mulch and fabric weed barriers both 
provide excellent weed control, and 
result in increased growth.  Herbicide, 
while presenting an increased risk of 
damage to the trees, does result in good 
growing conditions for the trees, and 
the best vertical growth.   

 
 
Continued on page 7 
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e it e m s can b e  elimi n ate d  f r om  

o u r  w a s t e  v o l u m e  v e r y  e a s i l y ,  b y  h a v i n g  a  

d i f f e r e n t  p e r s p e c t i v e  o n  t r a s h .    

 
Become a waste-conscious shopper.  
A lot of people recycle these days, but, 
how often do you think about product 
packaging and comparative shop based on 
a product’s contents, packaging material, in 
addition to cost?  

By purchasing products that will 
produce less waste, and are 
environmentally friendly, we are enviro-
shopping.  By making a choice to not 
purchase heavily wrapped items, or 
economy-sized items that won’t be used by 
the due date, we are pre-cycling, thus 
diverting possible trash from the landfill.  

Economy-sized products might 
appear to be a bargain, but disposal of 
material not used by the product expiration 
date will cost you more in the end. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Look at the product labels. Is the 
packaging of the product you are looking 
to buy, recyclable?  Look to see if the 
packaging or container of the product you 
purchase today, can be recycled in your 
community next month, when it is used 
up. Symbols to look for are: 
 

  
 

   
 
 
 The white arrow symbol means 
the package is recyclable, if your township 
or city takes it. The black filled circle with 
the white arrow symbol inside means the 
product’s manufacturer is utilizing recycled 
materials (the recyclables you take to the 
curb or to the drop-off station) in their 
new product packaging. Utilizing 
recyclables eliminates the manufacturers’  
need to find virgin natural resources, 
reduces energy usage, and saves our natural 
resources from being wasted in a landfill. 
 
Purchase products made of recycled 
content.   Purchasing products made of 
post-consumer recycled material creates 
demand for products that can be recycled  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

at the end of the product’s lifetime, thus 
diverting them from landfills. The recycling 
industry produces many new jobs for 
Michigan’s economy. For every job that 
landfills create, recycling creates 6 jobs.
   
Reuse and composting. Reuse steel cans 
and polystyrene egg cartons for school art 
projects, and plastic shopping bags to help 
conserve natural resources.  An estimated 
380 billion pounds of plastic bags are 
consumed each year in America.  Reusable 
canvas, net, and insulated bags are a great 
investment for shopping.  Check out web 
sites like: www.recyclablebags.com/ . 

Composting is another way to 
reuse items, whether you live in an 
apartment, a city lot, or are a homeowner 
with a few acres. Food scraps, grass 
clippings, leaves and other organic material 
can be composted to make a nutrient-rich 
humus amendment for your garden, 
flowerbeds, houseplants, or lawn. 
 Learn about more ways you can 
conserve natural resources and improve 
water quality around your home by calling 
(734) 761-6721 x 5 for a free 
Home*A*Syst Book, an assessment and 
conservation guide for homeowners.  
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DEXTER MILL 
3515 Central Street 

Dexter MI 48130 
(734) 426-4621 

FEED, SEED 
ANIMAL HEALTH  

& FARM SUPPLIES 

We can help you protect the land you love.  Ask us how. 
 
            The Land Trus offers private land preservation services that: 

• Respect private property ownership 
• Provide access to income, estate & property tax benefits 
• Allow you to leave a legacy of land for future generations 

 

For more information please contact us at: (734) 302-5263 or 
info@washtenawlandtrust.org Web: www.washtenawlandtrust.org 
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