
T
his

policy
is

prim
ary

w
ritten

to
address

beavers
in

storm
sew

er
infrastructure

B
ecause

ft only
applies

to
city

ow
ned

lands
w

hich
are

generally
infrastructure

and
public

spaces.



•
M

ost
of

the
property

in
the

city
is

privately
ow

ned,
and

m
ost

hum
an

/
w

ildlife
conflicts

occur
on

private
property

or
public

roads
and

are
a

direct
result

of
decisons

m
ade

by
council

regarding
developm

ent.



•
T

his
policy

is
a

response
to

th
e

beavers
th

at
w

ere
killed

this
sum

m
er

at
S

toney
C

reek



•
W

e
learned

about
th

e
lethal

control
of

th
e

S
toney

C
reek

beavers
because

I filed
a

request
for

records
through

M
FIPPA

.

•
T

he
city

released
th

e
invoice

from
th

e
trap

p
er

and
Icirculated

it.



•
asked

for
th

e
records

because
w

hen
I tried

to
get

updated
by

m
aking

an
enquiry

to
th

e
storm

m
anagem

ent
dept.

I w
as

ignored.

•
Ialso

learned
from

th
e

release
of

eternal
records

th
at

the
form

er
m

anager
of

storm
sew

er
operations

m
ade

several
attem

p
ts

to
avoid

killing
th

e
beavers.



•
T

w
o

years
ago,

a
fam

ily
of

beavers
w

ere
rem

oved
from

the
S

tanton
D

rain.
T

he
m

anager
of

storm
sew

ers
along

w
ith

staff
from

A
ecom

,
searched

to
find

an
alternative

site
for

th
e

beavers
w

ithin
one

kilom
eter

of
their

original
pond.

•
T

hey
found

none
because

there
w

as
no

other
w

oodland
large

enough
to

act
as

a
food

supply
for

the
beavers.

It w
asn’t

until
m

em
bers

of
the

public
becam

e
involved

th
at

they
w

ere
able

to
arrange

the
rem

oval
of

the
beavers

to
a

sanctuary.



•
T

he
sam

e
protocol

w
as

used
at

S
toney

C
reek

to
rem

ove
the

beavers.
•

T
here

w
as

an
attem

p
t

to
find

a
suitable

alternative.
N

one
w

as
found.

•
T

hey
did

not
appear

to
have

perm
ission

to
m

ove
the

beavers
out

of
the

area.
•

T
he

sam
e

people
w

ho
m

oved
the

S
tanton

D
rain

beavers
to

a
sanctuary

w
ere

contacted.
T

hey
cam

e
to

L
ondon

and
concluded

th
at

the
beavers

w
ere

not
responsible

for
any

flooding
and

refused
to

m
ove

th
e

beavers.

•
T

hey
also

inform
ed

the
city

at
th

at
tim

e
th

at
m

oving
beavers

is
not

a
rule

but
an

exception.
T

he
city

cannot
rely

on
m

oving
beavers

out
of

an
area

to
resolve

conflicts.



•
In

th
e

end
the

C
ity

had
the

beavers
killed.

•
Iam

pointing
this

out
to

th
e

com
m

ittee
because

city
staff

have
already

utilized
all

options
available

to
them

to
avoid

killing
beavers.

•
B

u
tth

ese
options

eventually
run

out
if

it
is

decided
th

at
beavers

need
to

be
rem

oved.



•
T

herefore
a

good
policy

acknow
ledges

a
need

to
prevent

conflicts
as

a
first

priority.

•
T

his
policy

only
addresses

how
to

resolve
conflict

once
it

arises,
only

w
ith

beavers
and

applies
only

to
city

ow
ned

property
w

hich
in

m
ost

cases
does

involve
residents.



•
H

ow
can

a
hum

an
/

w
ildlife

conflict
policy

ignore
its

residents
or

th
e

‘hum
an’

p
art.

•
T

his
policy

does
not

address
conflicts

w
ith

W
hite-

tailed
D

eer.

•
W

hite-tailed
D

eercan
n
o
tb

e
m

oved
and

th
ey

are
not

trapped.
T

hey
are

killed
either

by
guns

or
bow

s.
•

T
his

is
also

tru
e

for
coyotes.

C
oyotes

cannot
be

m
oved

and
aggressive

coyotes
are

generally
baited

and
shot,

not
trapped.



•
T

here
are

m
itigating

strategies
for

avoid
conflict

w
ith

urban
anim

als
but

they
are

lim
ited

lith
e

city
continually

evicts
them

from
open

spaces.

•
S

om
e

of
th

ese
m

itigating
strategies

can
be

very
cruel

especially
as

it
relates

to
beavers

as
one

option
to

lethal
control

is
to

starve
beavers

by
elim

inating
their

food
source

i.e.
w

rapping
trees.

•
T

his
policy

is
reactive

to
a

incident
w

here
the

city
lethally

controlled
beavers.

•
G

ood
policies

are
proactive

and
not

a
knee-jerk

reaction
to

a
negative

incident.
A

proactive
approach

w
ould

recognize
w

ildlife
as

part
of

our
com

m
unities,

th
at

increase
recreational

and
intrinsic

value
of

city
living.

•
A

good
policy

w
ould

m
ake

room
for

w
ildlife

by
giving

them
space

to
roam

w
ithout

interfering
w

ith
residential

areas.


