
Compilation of Commissioners’ Questions and Suggested Members for the Beaver 
Working Group and the Trap-check Interval Working Group 

Commissioner Wahl 

COMMITTEE MEMBER SUGGESTIONS


Stan Steele and Bob Sallinger . I'd also suggest considering:

   a. Kelly Peterson or someone else with long engagement on the trap check frequency issue 
should be on the work group;
    b.  Mark Petrie (Confederated Tribes of the Coos, Lower Umpqua and Siuslaw) and Donna 
Mickley (Siuslaw, USFS) or the returning supervisor when Donna's rotation is over;
     c.  Some of the scientists bringing additional expertise and implementation experience; and
      d.  I didn't mention staff, nor did I mention the conservation and trapping groups because I 
think others are already suggesting them.

QUESTIONS TO CONSIDER FOR THE WORKGROUP
Trap check frequency:  
      a.  Are there habitat or wildlife management objectives advanced by the current less 
frequent trap checks?; 
      b.  If the answer to '"a" is yes, are there ways to meet those objectives with a single check 
frequency requirement for all trapping that also is more humane than current requirements?; 
and
      c.  What should Oregon's trap check frequency requirement be?
Beaver Management:
      a.  What conditions are needed to reintroduce beaver successfully and to encourage their 
presence, especially where watershed/ habitat restoration investments are occurring or 
planned?;
      b.  Does protecting beavers from harvest other than for damage control benefit Oregon 
Conservation Strategy Species and their habitat?; and
      c.  Where and under what conditions would it be most beneficial to limit or stop trapping 
beaver?

Commissioner Zarnowitz

Questions related to federal land closure for wetland/pond habitat closed to beaver trapping:
 

1 Where are likely locations for enhancing pond/wetland habitat using beavers? Several 
sites have been proposed: Nehalem project (Kevin Goodson); Siuslaw National Forest 
watersheds (need to determine which and how many).

2 What would be the impact on trappers (how many trappers use federal land versus state 
or private) if some or all federal lands were closed to beaver trapping, perhaps with the 
exception for certain types of damage situations?

3 Can we include damage trapping (by licensed trappers) of beaver and other furbearers 
in trapping reports? The purpose would be to get a better count of beaver and other 
furbearer harvest than just recreational and commercial uses.

4 Do we have population estimates of beaver, other than trapping report



5 What is the economic value of creating wetland habitats on federal lands using beaver 
compared to the value of trapping beaver on federal lands?

6 Which studies/research have been done on beavers enhancing wetland and pond 
habitats? We had a number of scientists stating research in the public forum.

7 How can we use the Coho plan and wildlife conservation plans to guide locating sites to 
enhance wetland and pond habitat on federal land using beavers?

 
Questions related to trap check rule time frames:
 

1 What is the history behind the current trap check rule time frames?
2 When were the trap check time frames last examined?
3 How can the FWC address growing concerns on humane treatment of trapped animals, 

so as to prevent another sport from being banned by the general public?
4 What are the trap check time frames in states that have lowered the allowed times for 

checking traps? I’m interested in a chart.
5 What are the reasons for the longer time frames? For shorter time frames?

 
Suggested participants in one or both workgroups:
 
Jim Soares – OR Trapper Association
Kevin Goodson – Nehalem habitat project
Suzanne Fouty – USFS hydrologist (retired)
Mark Petrie – Coos-Coquille Tribe
Michael O’Casey – Eastside hunter, teacher
Kelly Peterson – Humane Society
Bob Sallinger – Portland Audubon
Jim Akinson – OHA
Hans Radke – Retired wildlife economist
Chris Jordan – Federal fisheries researcher
Jimmy Taylor – Research wildlife Biol.USDA (retired?)
Siuslaw National Forest Natural Resource Officer
Leland Brown – OR TWS
Bob Beschta or Boone Kauffman – Oregon Watershed Scientists
 
More trappers need to be added to my list, but I wasn’t able to determine which Oregon trappers 
should be added.

Commissioner Labhart

 • What are other states standards for maximum beaver harvest levels?
 
 • What would it take to do a statistical valid research project to compare the 

16 areas in Oregon where beavers have been banned from trapping to areas 
where beavers have been trapped and conduct a comparison analysis asking 
the following questions.

 



 ◦ Has there been an increase in beaver populations where beavers have 
not been trapped?  Why?

 
 ◦ Has there been anything statistical difference in areas where beavers 

have been trapped and not trapped in terms of the numbers of beavers 
in these areas overall?  Why?

 
 • Can you with some degree of accuracy estimate the numbers of beavers in 

Oregon?  If so, how many are there?
 
 • What are other states trap check rules.  If different than Oregon’s, why is 

that?  What are pros and cons of reducing Oregon’s to 24 hr. minimum? 
 
 • Should there be different trap check rules for different fur bearers?  If so, 

why?
 
 • What would it take to do a review of current and past research to determine 

what are the limiting factors on federal lands to the population of beavers? 
OSU wildlife students might be a good place to ask for this analysis to save money 

in doing a review of the research.
 
 • Are the federal agencies willing to consider beaver habitat requirements for 

beavers in their Forest Management Plans regarding management of riparian 
areas?   In other words the emphasis in some forests towards conifer 
dominated riparian areas for maximum Coho habitat vs mixed conifer and 
deciduous trees to encourage multiple use benefits of a riparian area vs 
single species management.

 
What is the current make-up of the Beaver Working Group?  Can the concern that 
was brought up regarding the make-up of the Beaver Working be addressed to the 
satisfaction of most? 

I don't have any specific people to recommend other than I would suggest a broad 
spectrum of interest groups and stakeholders.   It appears that this was an issue 
regarding the Beaver Working Group as some felt it was biased .  I don't really 
know the players so I can't make specific recommendations 

Commissioner Hatfield Hyde 

1. Beaver are an important Oregon keystone species. It seems that more data needs to  be 
analyzed about the conditions necessary for beavers to build physical dams, which 
potentially provide essential ecosystem benefit to  the water table, vs. beavers who build 
their dams in banks. Basically—lets ground ourselves in reality in terms of where the 
habitat conditions are in good shape for beavers to express their best selves and thrive.

2. I think doing a “paired watershed study” where beavers are trapped in one area, and not 
trapped in another and then monitor the overall health of the population? Or a study that 
the department considers relevant as a comparison. I believe there were suggestions for 
possibilities of  something like this on the Siuslaw.



3. It seems that the commission by listening to public comment, was being asked to make 
more of a regulatory decision, outside of the scope of ODFW. I’d like the Beaver group to 
examine the co-equal goals of the ODFW. 

Vice-Chair Wolley

Question for the Committee

1) Quantify, as best as can be done, the financial benefit of beavers dams in watersheds.  This 
includes a comparison with the cost building human-made structures that provide equal fish, 
wildlife, and watershed health and habitat benefits. 

2) National Forest Managers were not active participants in our beaver Commission meeting 
discussion.  Solicit input from National Forest Supervisors regarding the desirability - or lack 
thereof - of beaver trapping on National Forests. 

3) Arguments on both sides of the issue need to be strengthened in order for the Commission 
to make a well informed decision.  Trappers need to be specific regarding how stopping 
trapping on National Forests will negatively impact their livelihoods and income (heritage 
and tradition are not a financial argument). In a similar fashion, wildlife advocates need to 
provide findings from reputable research and studies showing the multi-species and habitat 
benefits of beavers on the landscape. This would also include carbon storage, wildfire 
refugia, and other assertions that should scientifically validated. 

4) What current forest management policies are detrimental to beaver dam creation, and what 
changes should be made? Specially, timber harvest practices and reforestation species 
within riparian zones. 

5) What is the past justification for Oregon’s lengthy trap check time requirements, and do 
shorter trap check times negatively affect trappers’ ability to manage their trap lines? 

Committee Members

As with Commissioner Labhart, I will not name individuals, but will suggest organizations to be 
represented on a hypothetical committee of ten individuals.

Oregon Trappers Association
Oregon Hunter Association
Oregon Farm Bureau
Humane Society of the United States
Defenders of Wildlife
Audubon Society of Portland
One current or Retired Academic Scientific Researcher
One Tribal Representative
One ODFW Commissioner
One ODFW Staff

Main Emergent Themes of Questions

Our Commissioner’s suggestions for our committee to address fall into these thematic 
areas:

For Beaver Trapping Federal Lands



1) Research; what research exists, and what research is needed to demonstrate the 
habitat benefits of beaver in watersheds. 

2) What coordination is needed with existing management plans, both state and 
federal?

3) Are there a quantifiable benefits that beavers provide? If so, what are they?
4) Suitable habitat is needed for beaver to build dams.  Where does this habitat exist, 

where is it missing where it should be, and how can ODFW work to enhance it? 
5) Is there a correlation between trapping, beaver absence, and dam creation?

For Trap check Intervals

1) What are the advantages and disadvantages (if any) of changing current trap check 
intervals to 24 hours? 

2) How do Oregon’s trap check intervals compare with other states? Has their different 
trap check times provided a positive or negative benefit, coated to Oregon’s? 

3) Does changing to a 24 hr trap check time negatively impact fur bearer harvest 
management? 

For both issues:

Staff state that the information provided by trappers is useful.  In both the case of 
beavers on federal land as well as trapping in general, can this data be gathered in 
other ways that is economically feasible for the Dept.? 

Names of Prospective Committee Members Mentioned More Than Once by 
Commissioners

Kelly Peterson, Humane Society of the United States
Bob Sallinger, Portland Audubon Society

Categories of Groups Suggested by Commissioners

Hunter
Trapper
Wildlife Advocate
Researcher/Scientist
Tribal
Forest Service
Agriculture/Ranching
  


