
QUESTION 4 – BEAVERS 
 

What are your thoughts about the beavers? 
 
Listed Alphabetically 
 
Michael Cunningham: First off, I’m glad the Tetratech proposal exists, even if it might be flawed, 
because we can take some good ideas from it. The pond levelers are a good and relatively inexpensive tool we 
can use to mitigate flooding. I would also like to investigate the use of beaver dam analogs further to guide 
beaver activity as proposed by Dr. Karl Wegmannm, an associate professor of geosciences and Faculty Fellow, 
Center for Geospatial Analytics at NC State and other highly involved, passionate, and educated neighbors in 
Briar Chapel who would rather see incremental steps be taken rather than a wholesale re-engineering of the 
wetlands between the footbridges. 
 
I also understand there is little need to regulate any beaver population as they tend to regulate 
themselves based on territory and food available.  This comes from Dr. Emili Fairfax, Assistant Professor of 
Environmental Science and Resource Management at California State University Channel Islands, who just 
happens to be a noted beaver expert. The Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife (Oregon also knows a thing 
or two about beavers as they have a beaver on their flag) says, “Removing beaver dams may alleviate a 
damage situation temporarily, but generally dam removal is a futile effort” because beavers keep returning as 
long as the environment allows it. So we’re not going to scare them off.  
 
Should something be done? Yes. Should all of the Tetratech proposal be done? No. Given what I’ve seen and 
heard, I would prefer to see incremental mitigation starting with the tools that cause the least environmental 
impact possible. Step back, and evaluate. If that isn’t enough, go to step two, then three, and only after we’ve 
tried every other option do we move on to something as drastic as re-engineering the environment and 
quickly creating more problems than we solve.   
 
 
Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife. Nd. Living with Wildlife: American Beaver. 

https://www.dfw.state.or.us/wildlife/living_with/docs/beaver.pdf (26 September 2021). 
 
 
Jennifer Drake: I love nature and all wildlife. Relocating from West Virginia in 2016, we were happy to 
find a community that was nestled in a natural landscape and decided to call it home and couldn’t be happier 
here. This community has the best of both worlds; a natural habitat environment with the conveniences of 
modern living. The Wetlands are an important eco-system of our natural environment and many options were 
reviewed and discussed on how to co-exist with beavers that support this delicate system while decreasing 
risk of damage and destruction to HOA properties and infrastructure. Many consultations and meetings with 
Dept. of Natural Resources, State and County Regulators, Army Corps of Engineers, Forestry and Wildlife Mgt. 
Services, a global, professional engineering firm, and local resident experts and Beaver Task Force members, 
yielded several good options. After much deliberation; leading strategic goals and recommendations were 
developed and approved (see report BriarChapelLife.com) on keeping the beavers and maintaining their 
presence in Pokeberry Creek, while minimizing any destructive behavior. Now, we can all enjoy them in their 
natural habitat while protecting our community and peacefully living together.  



 
Mark Goodwin: The beavers are a very important, keystone species to having a healthy wetlands 
ecosystem, and our Pokeberry Creek wetlands are a significant and valuable community asset that requires 
protection. I have been walking and observing the wetlands on a near-daily basis since moving here over 
seven years ago, and I have strongly disagreed with the current Board’s campaign to control the beaver 
population along Pokeberry Creek by harassing them.  Beaver lodges have been dismantled and dams 
purposely breeched or destroyed.  I believe this has resulted in increased levels of sediment and more erosion 
along the creek.  
 
As a former environmental compliance inspector, I understand the need for independent, professional 
expertise in ensuring that the ecosystem is protected using science-based assessments undertaken by 
qualified professionals. Those professionals should have appropriate academic credentials, and current 
expertise in relevant professional fields.   
 
As far as future coexistence of the beavers in the Pokeberry Creek ecosystem, we need to re-evaluate the 
proposal from Tetra Tech and expand the scope of advice to include geologists, biologists and wildlife experts.  
Dr. Karl Wegmann at NCSU, who observed the wetlands in May of 2021, indicated that “If humans had left the 
beavers alone in the first place, none of the expensive mitigation efforts that are now being contemplated 
would have been needed.” That view is also consistent with observations that Bill Sunda, a former BC resident 
and a climate scientist (PhD, MIT) initially noted to the Newland board and to the community in 2018 as the 
sole scientist on the “beaver task force”.   
 
Unfortunately, what the BCCA has never done to date, including the Tetra Tech proposal, is conduct a root 
cause analysis by an appropriate scope of qualified independent professionals, to determine whether the 
existing conditions and degradation in the wetlands are a result of flaws in the original Newland engineering 
studies, and/or subsequent permit violations and/or management practices.   
We have a lot more work to do to ensure that this community treasure is protected. The beavers are part of 
the solution to our wetland issues, not the problem.   
 
 
Vonzell Jones: I have no issues with the beavers, and they should be able to continue to live undisturbed. 

 
Liz Rolison: The BCCA is responsible for protecting the wetlands and Pokeberry Creek and BCCA 
infrastructure (footbridges and trails).  We should also take reasonable steps to protect homeowner property 
values.   
 
I believe the beavers were instrumental in maintaining and protecting the wetlands and Pokeberry Creek long 
before Briar Chapel was developed.  They were a natural part of how the flood plain operated and protected 
major rain events from doing significant damage to Pokeberry Creek.  They helped maintain a balance. 
 
With the development of Briar Chapel, there is an increase in runoff into the wetlands and Pokeberry Creek 
due to multiple factors:  less land to absorb the water, runoff from storm water system during major rain 
events and spray irrigation runoff.  This has thrown our wetlands and Pokeberry Creek out of balance.   
 



At the same time, our BCCA has implemented a policy of removing beavers and clearing their dams north of 
Briar Chapel Parkway and creating openings in dams in the main beaver pool south of Briar Chapel Parkway.   
As a result there no longer appears to be any beaver activity in the main beaver pond.   
 
The combined impact of increased runoff and the beaver policy has accelerated the erosion and incision of 
Pokeberry Creek from just south of the main beaver pond to Andrews Store Road.  The BCCA is proposing a 
$2m engineering-intensive plan to remediate the wetlands and Pokeberry Creek and continue to enforce their 
beaver policy. 
 
I would like to see a less costly, habitat restoration approach using several of the suggestions from the 
TetraTech proposal: flow devices to limit the height of the ponds, tree protection to limit the damage to older 
growth trees and installation of beaver dam analogs to guide the beavers to where dams are needed to slow 
the water flow.  I prefer an approach that is less environmentally intrusive and includes beavers as part of the 
solution.  Whether beavers should be allowed to build dams north of Briar Chapel Parkway – I need more 
input/information on the impact to the flood plain to ensure homeowner property and old growth trees would 
not be adversely impacted.  

 
 


