BRITISH

ROAD INSPECTION REPORT ID: 242636
on COLUMBV\ X-Ref: IDIRWHOLOBOF 2010/07/08 15:45:00
A | Licensee: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD. Tenure (type/no): B40/8021 Amend #:
BOX 3000 Section: 01
THRUMS BC V1IN3L8 Road Name: RIALTO CREEK - ONE
Road Status: Maintenance
Other Section(s):
Operator/Contractor: Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd hh:mm): 2010/07/08 15:45
In Attendance: Regional Inspection: O
Inspection Method Area Inspected
B | Ocular:
Recce: Roads/Trails: Partial
Detailed Survey: [m] Location Inspected: drove as far as the 21km sign board - current road activity appears to be lower down
Admin/Office: 3] the road system
Activity Status
¢ | Road/Trail Construction N/A Semi-permanent Deactivation N/A
Re-vegetation N/A Road Maintenance Active
Permanent Deactivation N/A Other N/A
Temporary Deactivation N/A if "Other", please specify

Comments about status (length constructed):

Discussed w/
being shot at.

s.22

Safety concern re: missing/ broken signage - 17 km sign broken and on ground, 10km sign missing, 9km sign missing but pole is there, 8km sign is
broken - # only visible travelling down not up, 7km sign broken and barely attached - # only visible travelling down, not up, 6km sign missing - pole
still in place, 5km marker OK, 4km marker missing - sign indicating radio assisted road w/ freq. #, shot up and laying on ground, 3km marker OK,
2km marker missing, 1km sign missing - pole still there.

July 15, 2010 - they were aware of the issue and have signs ordered already. Appears to be a chronic issue w/ signs

Comments about weather conditions, snow depth:
sunny and hot

Compliance Summary

E | Inspector: Warren Holoboff

Signature: X

procedures)

(I certify that this inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests' compliance

Received by: s.22
Signature: X

(Signing does not imply agreement with findings)

Attachment Description:

Delivery Method:

Checklist: O Digital Image: O Other: a Email: Fax:. O Mail: O Hand Delivered: (m ]
Checklist:
Other:
File # 11360-20/RUP 8021.01 File #
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BRITISH
22 COLUMBIA

A | Licensee: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD.

BOX 3000
THRUMS BC V1N3L8

Operator/Contractor:
In Attendance:

ROAD INSPECTION REPORT ID: 242636
X-Ref: IDIRWHOLOBOF 2010/07/08 15:45:00
Tenure (type/no): B40/8021 Amend #:
Section: 01
Road Name: RIALTO CREEK - ONE
Road Status: Maintenance
Other Section(s):
Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd hh:mm): 2010/07/08 15:45

Regional Inspection: a

D General Requirement

Road/trailllanding construction (%,quality,location)
Riparian management (debris mgmt., crossings etc.)
Forest health/protection (piling/FFPSR/etc.

Road/Trail maintenance (water mgmt., integrity)
Road/trail use (gates, etc.)

Revenue Management (utilization, marking etc.)

Public safety/safe practices (signage,danger trees, etc.)

Site deactivation

© 0 N O O b~ W N -

Site rehabilitation

—
o

Other Plan/Prescription requirements

Compliance Status
Not Inspected

Not Inspected

Not Inspected

Not Inspected

Not Inspected

Not Inspected

No - Alleged Non-Compliance
Not Inspected

Not Inspected

Not Inspected

Compliance Summary Comments:

E | Inspector: Warren Holoboff
Signature: X

(I certify that this inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests' compliance
procedures)

Received by: s.22
Signature: X

(Signing does not imply agreement with findings)

FS 539 - A HEN 01/11

Page 2 of 3
Report ID: CIMS-RPT-044
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BRITISH £
22 COLUMBIA *®

ALLEGED NON COMPLIANCE SUMMARY

ID: 242636
X-Ref: IDIRWHOLOBOF 2010/07/08 15:45:00

| | Licensee: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD.

BOX 3000
THRUMS BC V1N3L8

Tenure (type/no): B40/8021
Section: 01
Road Name: RIALTO CREEK - ONE

Amend #:

Road Status: Maintenance
Other Section(s):
Operator/Contractor: Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd hh:mm): 2010/07/08 15:45
In Attendance: Regional Inspection: O
JK General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
7 A Compliance Compliance 2010/07/08 Forest Planning &
Action Notice Practices Regulation
(FRPA) 79 (6)(c)
Comment/Notice:
Please ensure deficient signage as listed on page 1 is re-established before July 30, 2010.
Licensee was aware of the problem and has signs on order (discussedw/  s.22  July 15, 2010).
L | Inspector: Warren Holoboff Received by: s.22
Signature: X Signature: X
(I certify that this inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests' compliance (Signing does not imply agreement with findings)
procedures)
FS 544 - C HEN 01/11 Page 3 of 3

Report ID: CIMS-RPT-044

Part 1 Page 3
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BRITISH
22 COLUMBIA

SILVICULTURE INSPECTION REPORT

ID: 243721
X-Ref: IDIRWHOLOBOF 2010/08/12 00:00:00

Licensee: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD.
BOX 3000

THRUMS BC V1N3L8

A01/A20194
Opening #: 82E 050 0.0-35
Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd hh:mm): 2010/08/12 0:00
Gross (ha):  79.7 NAR (ha): 7656

Tenure: CP/Block: 28/4

Location: FB80284

Regional Inspection: O
Operator/Contractor:
In Attendance:

Inspection Method Area Inspected Inspection Sub-Type

Ocular: (m | Cutblock Area: Partial Regeneration:
Recce: a Location (described by SU or location): Free Growing: (m |
Detailed Survey: a only office review Other:
Admin/Office:

Block Status Comments (Note comments about SU, Block or Activity status if different than ISIS summary):
further to Kevin Vaters' field review which indicated compliance - this only applies to seedlot transfer issues where there are some trvial

non-compliances

Compliance Summary

General Requirement

Post harvest (leave trees,roads,hazard abatement, etc.)
Riparian Management (treatments, etc.)

Soil conservation (disturbance/displacement, etc.)
Forest health/protection (crop health,FFPSR, etc.)

(S B S O R S

etc.)
6 Other requirements (plan,prescription,reporting etc.)
7 Plan/Prescription suitable (amendments, area etc.)
8 Recommend FG declaration acceptance

Stocking requirements (#/ha-min/max,spp.,height, seedlot transf.,species, density,

Compliance Status

Not Inspected
Not Inspected
Not Inspected
Not Inspected
No - Alleged Non-Compliance

Not Inspected
Not Inspected
Not Inspected

Compliance Summary Comments:
per e-mail of Aug 16/10 from  s.22

, it appears there may be some trivial non-compliance.

SL 42060 - my info. shows about 5m out of elevation limit w/ +/- 800 total trees planted.s.22 indicated <0.5 ha. affected with likely <50 trees as it was

a mix spp. fill-plant.

SL's 35069 and 39287 could be out by 20m with a total of +/- 4800 trees planted. Again as it was a low density, mix spp., fill-plant ..s.22 estimated

<400 trees affected.
Inspector: Warren Holoboff Received by: s.22
Signature: X Signature: X

(I certify that this inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests' compliance
procedures)

(Signing does not imply agreement with findings)

Attachment Description:
Checklist: a
Checklist:

Other:

Digital Image: O other 0O

Delivery Method:

Email: Fax.: O Mail: O Hand Delivered: a

File # 18750-20/A20194, CP28 block 4 File #
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BRITISH
22 COLUMBIA

ALLEGED NON COMPLIANCE SUMMARY

ID: 243721
X-Ref: IDIRWHOLOBOF 2010/08/12 00:00:00

| Licensee: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD. Tenure: A01/A20194 CP/Block: 28/4
BOX 3000 Opening #: 82E 050 0.0-35
THRUMS BC V1IN3L8 Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd hh:mm): 2010/08/12 0:00
Gross (ha): 797 NAR (ha): 766
Location: FB80284
Regional Inspection: O
Operator/Contractor:
In Attendance:
J,K| General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
5 A Compliance Compliance 2001/05/04 FPC of BC Act 70
Action Notice (4)(C)
Comment/Notice:
per e-mail of Aug 16/10 from  s.22 it appears there may be some trivial non-compliance.
SL 42060 - my info. shows about 5m out of elevation limit w/ +/- 800 total trees planted. s.22 indicated <0.5 ha. affected with likely <50 trees as it was
a low-density, mix spp., fill-plant.
SL's 35069 and 39287 could be out by 20m with a total of +/- 4800 total trees planted. Again as it was a low density, mix spp., fill-plant ..s.22
estimated <400 trees affected.
Based on past remediation orders, licensee typically made to hold declaration until LFG.....this is the situation for the block in question. Consistent w/
FPC Bulletin 26, variance less than 50m and <1000 trees considered trivial NC.
L | Inspector: Warren Holoboff Received by: s.22
Signature: X Signature: X

(I certify that this inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests' compliance
procedures)

(Signing does not imply agreement with findings)

FS 544 - C HEN 01/11

Page 2 of 2
Report ID: CIMS-RPT-047
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BRITISH
22 COLUMBIA

SILVICULTURE INSPECTION REPORT

ID: 272242
X-Ref: IDIRWHOLOBOF 2013/04/17 00:00:00

Licensee: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD.
BOX 3000

THRUMS BC V1N3L8

A01/A20194
Opening #: 82E 050 0.0-55
Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd hh:mm): 2013/04/17 0:00
Gross (ha): 204 NAR (ha): 154

Tenure: CP/Block: 36/2

Location: DEER CREEK
Regional Inspection: O
Operator/Contractor:
In Attendance:

Inspection Method Area Inspected Inspection Sub-Type
Ocular: (m | Cutblock Area: Partial Regeneration: (m |
Recce: a Location (described by SU or location): Free Growing:
Detailed Survey: a only office reviewed Other: (m |
Admin/Office:

Block Status Comments (Note comments about SU, Block or Activity status if different than ISIS summary):
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover 50-75 st/ha versus 200 st/ ha min. required layer 1), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved. Need to clarify if data incorrect or standards not actually met.

Compliance Summary

General Requirement

Post harvest (leave trees,roads,hazard abatement, etc.)
Riparian Management (treatments, etc.)

Soil conservation (disturbance/displacement, etc.)
Forest health/protection (crop health,FFPSR, etc.)

(S B S O R S

etc.)
6 Other requirements (plan,prescription,reporting etc.)
7 Plan/Prescription suitable (amendments, area etc.)
8 Recommend FG declaration acceptance

Stocking requirements (#/ha-min/max,spp.,height, seedlot transf.,species, density,

Compliance Status

Not Inspected
Not Inspected
Not Inspected
Not Inspected
No - Alleged Non-Compliance

No - Alleged Non-Compliance
Not Inspected
No - Alleged Non-Compliance

Compliance Summary Comments:

Inspector: Warren Holoboff

Signature: X

(I certify that this inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests' compliance
procedures)

Received by: s.22
Signature: X

(Signing does not imply agreement with findings)

Attachment Description:
Checklist: a
Checklist:

Other:

Digital Image: O other 0O

Delivery Method:

Email: Fax.: O Mail: O Hand Delivered: a

File# File#

FS 543 - A HEN 01/11

Part1 Page 6 Page 10f2
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BRITISH

ALLEGED NON COMPLIANCE SUMMARY ID: 272242
on COLUMBlA X-Ref: IDIRWHOLOBOF 2013/04/17 00:00:00
| Licensee: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD. Tenure: A01/A20194 CP/Block: 36/2
BOX 3000 Opening #: 82E 050 0.0-55
THRUMS BC V1IN3L8 Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd hh:mm): 2013/04/17 0:00
Gross (ha): 204 NAR (ha): 154
Location: DEER CREEK
Regional Inspection: O
Operator/Contractor:
In Attendance:
J,K| General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
5 A Compliance Compliance 2013/01/22 FPC of BC Act 70
Action Notice (4)(E)
Comment/Notice:
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover 50-75 st/ha versus 200 st/ ha min. required layer 1), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved.
Ensure by current reporting deadline June 1, 2013, correct data if entered in error or withdraw declaration if standards not actually met.
General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
6 A Compliance Compliance 2013/01/22 Forest Planning &
Action Notice Practices
Regulation
(FRPA) 86 (3)(d)
Comment/Notice:
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover 50-75 st/ha versus 200 st/ ha min. required layer 1), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved.
Ensure by current reporting deadline June 1, 2013, correct data if entered in error or withdraw declaration if standards not actually met.
General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
8 A Compliance Compliance 2013/01/22 FPC of BC Act 70
Action Notice (4)(E)
Comment/Notice:
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover 50-75 st/ha versus 200 st/ ha min. required layer 1), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved.
Ensure by current reporting deadline June 1, 2013, correct data if entered in error or withdraw declaration if standards not actually met.
L Inspector: Warren Holoboff Received by: s.22
Signature: X Signature: X
(I certify that this inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests' compliance (Signing does not imply agreement with findings)
procedures)
FS 544 - C HEN 01/11 Page 2 of 2

Report ID: CIMS-RPT-047

Part 1 Page 7
FNR-2013-00342




BRITISH
22 COLUMBIA

SILVICULTURE INSPECTION REPORT

ID: 272249
X-Ref: IDIRWHOLOBOF 2013/04/17 00:00:00

Licensee: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD.
BOX 3000

THRUMS BC V1N3L8

A01/A20194
Opening #: 82E 050 0.0-56
Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd hh:mm): 2013/04/17 0:00
Gross (ha): 211 NAR (ha): 169

Tenure: CP/Block: 36/3

Location: DOE CREEK
Regional Inspection: O
Operator/Contractor:
In Attendance:

Inspection Method Area Inspected Inspection Sub-Type
Ocular: (m | Cutblock Area: Partial Regeneration: (m |
Recce: a Location (described by SU or location): Free Growing:
Detailed Survey: a only office reviewed Other: (m |
Admin/Office:

Block Status Comments (Note comments about SU, Block or Activity status if different than ISIS summary):
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 0 st/ha versus 300 st/ ha min. required layer 1), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved. Need to clarify if data incorrect or standards not actually met.

In addition, there is no spatial (forest cover map) update.

Compliance Summary

General Requirement

Post harvest (leave trees,roads,hazard abatement, etc.)
Riparian Management (treatments, etc.)

Soil conservation (disturbance/displacement, etc.)
Forest health/protection (crop health,FFPSR, etc.)

(S B S O R S

etc.)
6 Other requirements (plan,prescription,reporting etc.)
7 Plan/Prescription suitable (amendments, area etc.)
8 Recommend FG declaration acceptance

Stocking requirements (#/ha-min/max,spp.,height, seedlot transf.,species, density,

Compliance Status

Not Inspected
Not Inspected
Not Inspected
Not Inspected
No - Alleged Non-Compliance

No - Alleged Non-Compliance
Not Inspected
No - Alleged Non-Compliance

Compliance Summary Comments:

Inspector: Warren Holoboff

Signature: X

(I certify that this inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests' compliance
procedures)

Received by: s.22
Signature: X

(Signing does not imply agreement with findings)

Attachment Description:
Checklist: a
Checklist:

Other:

Digital Image: O other 0O

Delivery Method:

Email: Fax.: O Mail: O Hand Delivered: a

File # 18750-20/A20194, CP36, blk 3 File #

FS 543 - A HEN 01/11

Part1 Page 8 Page 10f2
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BRITISH
22 COLUMBIA

ALLEGED NON COMPLIANCE SUMMARY

ID: 272249
X-Ref: IDIRWHOLOBOF 2013/04/17 00:00:00

| Licensee: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD. Tenure: A01/A20194 CP/Block: 36/3
BOX 3000 Opening #: 82E 050 0.0-56
THRUMS BC V1IN3L8 Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd hh:mm): 2013/04/17 0:00
Gross (ha): 211 NAR (ha):  16.9
Location: DOE CREEK
Regional Inspection: O
Operator/Contractor:
In Attendance:
J,K| General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
5 A Compliance Compliance 2013/01/22 FPC of BC Act 70
Action Notice (4)(E)
Comment/Notice:
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 0 st/ha versus 300 st/ ha min. required layer 1), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved.
Ensure by current reporting deadline June 1, 2013, correct data if entered in error or withdraw declaration if standards not actually met.
General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
6 A Compliance Compliance 2013/01/22 Forest Planning &
Action Notice Practices
Regulation
(FRPA) 86 (3)(d)
Comment/Notice:
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 0 st/ha versus 300 st/ ha min. required layer 1), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved.
Ensure by current reporting deadline June 1, 2013, correct data if entered in error or withdraw declaration if standards not actually met.
Also, must include spatial (forest cover map) update if FG met.
General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
8 A Compliance Compliance 2013/01/22 FPC of BC Act 70
Action Notice (4)(E)
Comment/Notice:
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 0 st/ha versus 300 st/ ha min. required layer 1), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved.
Ensure by current reporting deadline June 1, 2013, correct data if entered in error or withdraw declaration if standards not actually met.
L Inspector: Warren Holoboff Received by: 5.22
Signature: X Signature: X
(I certify that this inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests' compliance (Signing does not imply agreement with findings)
procedures)
FS 544 - C HEN 01/11 Page 2 of 2

Report ID: CIMS-RPT-047

Part 1 Page 9
FNR-2013-00342




BRITISH
22 COLUMBIA

SILVICULTURE INSPECTION REPORT

ID: 272252
X-Ref: IDIRWHOLOBOF 2013/04/17 00:00:00

Licensee: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD.
BOX 3000

THRUMS BC V1N3L8

A01/A20194
Opening #: 82F 031 0.0-99
Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd hh:mm): 2013/04/17 0:00
Gross (ha): 377 NAR (ha): 295

Tenure: CP/Block: 35/5

Location: FB80355
Regional Inspection: O
Operator/Contractor:
In Attendance:

Inspection Method Area Inspected Inspection Sub-Type
Ocular: (m | Cutblock Area: Partial Regeneration: (m |
Recce: a Location (described by SU or location): Free Growing:
Detailed Survey: a only office reviewed Other: (m |
Admin/Office:

Block Status Comments (Note comments about SU, Block or Activity status if different than ISIS summary):

Compliance Summary

General Requirement

Post harvest (leave trees,roads,hazard abatement, etc.)
Riparian Management (treatments, etc.)

Soil conservation (disturbance/displacement, etc.)
Forest health/protection (crop health,FFPSR, etc.)

(&2 B S O R S

etc.)
6 Other requirements (plan,prescription,reporting etc.)
7 Plan/Prescription suitable (amendments, area efc.)
8 Recommend FG declaration acceptance

Stocking requirements (#/ha-min/max,spp.,height, seedlot transf.,species, density,

Compliance Status

Not Inspected
Not Inspected
Not Inspected
Not Inspected
No - Alleged Non-Compliance

No - Alleged Non-Compliance
Not Inspected
No - Alleged Non-Compliance

Compliance Summary Comments:

Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 0 st/ha versus 700 st/ ha min. required layer 4), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved. Need to clarify if data incorrect or standards not actually met.

In addition, there is no spatial (forest cover map) update.

Inspector: Warren Holoboff

Signature: X

(I certify that this inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests' compliance
procedures)

Received by: s.22
Signature: X

(Signing does not imply agreement with findings)

Attachment Description:
Checklist: a
Checklist:

Other:

Digital Image: O other 0O

Delivery Method:

Email: Fax.: O Mail: O Hand Delivered: a

File # 18750-20/A20194, CP35, blk 5 File #

FS 543 - A HEN 01/11

Part 1 Page 10 Page 1 0f 2
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BRITISH

ALLEGED NON COMPLIANCE SUMMARY ID: 272252
on COLUMBV\ X-Ref: IDIRWHOLOBOF 2013/04/17 00:00:00
| Licensee: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD. Tenure: A01/A20194 CP/Block: 35/5
BOX 3000 Opening #: 82F 031 0.0-99
THRUMS BC V1IN3L8 Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd hh:mm): 2013/04/17 0:00
Gross (ha): 377 NAR (ha): 295
Location: FB80355
Regional Inspection: O
Operator/Contractor:
In Attendance:
J,K| General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
5 A Compliance Compliance 2013/01/22 FPC of BC Act 70
Action Notice (4)(E)
Comment/Notice:
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 0 st/ha versus 700 st/ ha min. required layer 4 and polygons have no correlation
to standards units), yet licensee has declared free-growing achieved.
Ensure by current reporting deadline June 1, 2013, correct data if entered in error or withdraw declaration if standards not actually met.
General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
6 A Compliance Compliance 2013/01/22 Forest Planning &
Action Notice Practices
Regulation
(FRPA) 86 (3)(d)
Comment/Notice:
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 0 st/ha versus 700 st/ ha min. required layer 4 and polygons have no correlation
to standards units), yet licensee has declared free-growing achieved.
Ensure by current reporting deadline June 1, 2013, correct data if entered in error or withdraw declaration if standards not actually met.
Also, must include spatial (forest cover map) update if FG met.
General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
8 A Compliance Compliance 2013/01/22 FPC of BC Act 70
Action Notice (4)(E)
Comment/Notice:
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 0 st/ha versus 700 st/ ha min. required layer 4 and polygons have no correlation
to standards units), yet licensee has declared free-growing achieved.
Ensure by current reporting deadline June 1, 2013, correct data if entered in error or withdraw declaration if standards not actually met.
L Inspector: Warren Holoboff Received by: s.22
Signature: X Signature: X
(I certify that this inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests' compliance (Signing does not imply agreement with findings)
procedures)
FS 544 - C HEN 01/11 Page 2 of 2

Report ID: CIMS-RPT-047

Part 1 Page 11
FNR-2013-00342




BRITISH
22 COLUMBIA

SILVICULTURE INSPECTION REPORT

ID: 272256
X-Ref: IDIRWHOLOBOF 2013/04/17 00:00:00

Licensee: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD.
BOX 3000

THRUMS BC V1N3L8

A01/A20194 CP/Block: 35/7

Opening #: 82F 031 0.0-106

Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd hh:mm): 2013/04/17 0:00
Gross (ha): 714 NAR (ha): 617

Tenure:

Location: FB80357
Regional Inspection: O
Operator/Contractor:
In Attendance:

Inspection Method Area Inspected Inspection Sub-Type
Ocular: (m | Cutblock Area: Partial Regeneration: (m |
Recce: a Location (described by SU or location): Free Growing:
Detailed Survey: a only office reviewed Other: (m |
Admin/Office:

Block Status Comments (Note comments about SU, Block or Activity status if different than ISIS summary):

Compliance Summary

General Requirement

Post harvest (leave trees,roads,hazard abatement, etc.)
Riparian Management (treatments, etc.)

Soil conservation (disturbance/displacement, etc.)
Forest health/protection (crop health,FFPSR, etc.)

(&2 B S O R S

etc.)
6 Other requirements (plan,prescription,reporting etc.)
7 Plan/Prescription suitable (amendments, area etc.)
8 Recommend FG declaration acceptance

Stocking requirements (#/ha-min/max,spp.,height, seedlot transf.,species, density,

Compliance Status

Not Inspected
Not Inspected
Not Inspected
Not Inspected
No - Alleged Non-Compliance

No - Alleged Non-Compliance
Not Inspected
No - Alleged Non-Compliance

Compliance Summary Comments:

Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 0 st/ha versus 700 st/ ha min. required layer 4), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved. Need to clarify if data incorrect or standards not actually met.

In addition, there is no spatial (forest cover map) update.

Inspector: Warren Holoboff

Signature: X

(I certify that this inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests' compliance
procedures)

Received by: s.22
Signature: X

(Signing does not imply agreement with findings)

Attachment Description:
Checklist: a
Checklist:

Other:

Digital Image: O other 0O

Delivery Method:

Email: Fax.: O Mail: O Hand Delivered: a

File # 18750-20/A20194, CP35, blk 7 File #

FS 543 - A HEN 01/11

Part 1 Page 12 Page 1 0f 2
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BRITISH
22 COLUMBIA

ALLEGED NON COMPLIANCE SUMMARY ID: 272256

X-Ref: IDIRWHOLOBOF 2013/04/17 00:00:00

| Licensee: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD. Tenure: A01/A20194 CP/Block: 35/7
BOX 3000 Opening #: 82F 031 0.0-106
THRUMS BC V1IN3L8 Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd hh:mm): 2013/04/17 0:00
Gross (ha): 714 NAR (ha): 617
Location: FB80357
Regional Inspection: O
Operator/Contractor:
In Attendance:
J,K| General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
5 A Compliance Compliance 2013/01/22 FPC of BC Act 70
Action Notice (4)(E)
Comment/Notice:
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 0 st/ha versus 700 st/ ha min. required layer 4), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved. Need to clarify if data incorrect or standards not actually met.
General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
6 A Compliance Compliance 2013/01/22 Forest Planning &
Action Notice Practices
Regulation
(FRPA) 86 (3)(d)
Comment/Notice:
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 0 st/ha versus 700 st/ ha min. required layer 4), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved. Need to clarify if data incorrect or standards not actually met.
In addition, there is no spatial (forest cover map) update.
General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
8 A Compliance Compliance 2013/01/22 FPC of BC Act 70
Action Notice (4)(E)
Comment/Notice:
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 0 st/ha versus 700 st/ ha min. required layer 4), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved. Need to clarify if data incorrect or standards not actually met.
L Inspector: Warren Holoboff Received by: s.22
Signature: X Signature: X

(I certify that this inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests' compliance
procedures)

(Signing does not imply agreement with findings)
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BRITISH
22 COLUMBIA

SILVICULTURE INSPECTION REPORT

ID: 272263
X-Ref: IDIRWHOLOBOF 2013/04/17 00:00:00

Licensee: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD.
BOX 3000

THRUMS BC V1N3L8

A01/A20194 CP/Block: 35/2
Opening #: 82F 031 0.0-133
Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd hh:mm):

Tenure:

2013/04/17 0:00

Gross (ha): 132 NAR (ha): 66
Location: FB80352
Regional Inspection: O
Operator/Contractor:
In Attendance:

Inspection Method Area Inspected Inspection Sub-Type
Ocular: (m | Cutblock Area: Partial Regeneration: (m |
Recce: a Location (described by SU or location): Free Growing:
Detailed Survey: a only office reviewed Other: (m |
Admin/Office:

Block Status Comments (Note comments about SU, Block or Activity status if different than ISIS summary):

Compliance Summary

General Requirement

Post harvest (leave trees,roads,hazard abatement, etc.)
Riparian Management (treatments, etc.)

Soil conservation (disturbance/displacement, etc.)
Forest health/protection (crop health,FFPSR, etc.)

(&2 B S O R S

etc.)
6 Other requirements (plan,prescription,reporting etc.)
7 Plan/Prescription suitable (amendments, area etc.)
8 Recommend FG declaration acceptance

Stocking requirements (#/ha-min/max,spp.,height, seedlot transf.,species, density,

Compliance Status

Not Inspected
Not Inspected
Not Inspected
Not Inspected
No - Alleged Non-Compliance

No - Alleged Non-Compliance
Not Inspected
No - Alleged Non-Compliance

Compliance Summary Comments:

Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 0 st/ha versus 700 st/ ha min. required layer 4), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved. Need to clarify if data incorrect or standards not actually met.

In addition, there is no spatial (forest cover map) update.

Inspector: Warren Holoboff

Signature: X

(I certify that this inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests' compliance
procedures)

Received by: s.22
Signature: X

(Signing does not imply agreement with findings)

Attachment Description:
Checklist: a
Checklist:

Other:

Digital Image: O other 0O

Delivery Method:

Email: Fax.: O Mail: O Hand Delivered: a

File # 18750-20/A20194, CP35, blk 7 File #

FS 543 - A HEN 01/11
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BRITISH
22 COLUMBIA

ALLEGED NON COMPLIANCE SUMMARY ID: 272263

X-Ref: IDIRWHOLOBOF 2013/04/17 00:00:00

| Licensee: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD. Tenure: A01/A20194 CP/Block: 3512
BOX 3000 Opening #: 82F 031 0.0-133
THRUMS BC V1IN3L8 Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd hh:mm): 2013/04/17 0:00
Gross (ha): 132 NAR (ha): 66
Location: FB80352
Regional Inspection: O
Operator/Contractor:
In Attendance:
J,K| General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
5 A Compliance Compliance 2013/01/22 FPC of BC Act 70
Action Notice (4)(E)
Comment/Notice:
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 0 st/ha versus 700 st/ ha min. required layer 4), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved. Need to clarify if data incorrect or standards not actually met.
General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
6 A Compliance Compliance 2013/01/22 Forest Planning &
Action Notice Practices
Regulation
(FRPA) 86 (3)(d)
Comment/Notice:
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 0 st/ha versus 700 st/ ha min. required layer 4), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved. Need to clarify if data incorrect or standards not actually met.
In addition, there is no spatial (forest cover map) update.
General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
8 A Compliance Compliance 2013/01/22 FPC of BC Act 70
Action Notice (4)(E)
Comment/Notice:
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 0 st/ha versus 700 st/ ha min. required layer 4), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved. Need to clarify if data incorrect or standards not actually met.
L Inspector: Warren Holoboff Received by: s.22
Signature: X Signature: X

(I certify that this inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests' compliance
procedures)

(Signing does not imply agreement with findings)

FS 544 - C HEN 01/11

Page 2 of 2
Report ID: CIMS-RPT-047
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BRITISH
22 COLUMBIA

SILVICULTURE INSPECTION REPORT

ID: 272264
X-Ref: IDIRWHOLOBOF 2013/04/17 00:00:00

Licensee: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD.
BOX 3000

THRUMS BC V1N3L8

A01/A20194
Opening #: 82F 032 0.0-96
Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd hh:mm): 2013/04/17 0:00
Gross (ha): 134 NAR (ha): 116

Tenure: CP/Block: 35/3A

Location: FB80353A
Regional Inspection: O
Operator/Contractor:
In Attendance:

Inspection Method Area Inspected Inspection Sub-Type
Ocular: (m | Cutblock Area: Partial Regeneration: (m |
Recce: a Location (described by SU or location): Free Growing:
Detailed Survey: a only office reviewed Other: (m |
Admin/Office:

Block Status Comments (Note comments about SU, Block or Activity status if different than ISIS summary):

Compliance Summary

General Requirement

Post harvest (leave trees,roads,hazard abatement, etc.)
Riparian Management (treatments, etc.)

Soil conservation (disturbance/displacement, etc.)
Forest health/protection (crop health,FFPSR, etc.)

(&2 B S O R S

etc.)
6 Other requirements (plan,prescription,reporting etc.)
7 Plan/Prescription suitable (amendments, area etc.)
8 Recommend FG declaration acceptance

Stocking requirements (#/ha-min/max,spp.,height, seedlot transf.,species, density,

Compliance Status

Not Inspected
Not Inspected
Not Inspected
Not Inspected
No - Alleged Non-Compliance

No - Alleged Non-Compliance
Not Inspected
No - Alleged Non-Compliance

Compliance Summary Comments:

Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 86 st/ha versus 700 st/ ha min. required layer 4), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved. Need to clarify if data incorrect or standards not actually met.

In addition, there is no spatial (forest cover map) update.

Inspector: Warren Holoboff

Signature: X

(I certify that this inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests' compliance
procedures)

Received by: s.22
Signature: X

(Signing does not imply agreement with findings)

Attachment Description:
Checklist: a
Checklist:

Other:

Digital Image: O other 0O

Delivery Method:

Email: Fax.: O Mail: O Hand Delivered: a

File # 18750-20/A20194, CP35, blk 3A  File #
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BRITISH

ALLEGED NON COMPLIANCE SUMMARY ID: 272264
on COLUMBV\ X-Ref: IDIRWHOLOBOF 2013/04/17 00:00:00
| Licensee: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD. Tenure: A01/A20194 CP/Block: 35/3A
BOX 3000 Opening #: 82F 032 0.0-96
THRUMS BC V1IN3L8 Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd hh:mm): 2013/04/17 0:00
Gross (ha): 134 NAR (ha): 116
Location: FB80353A
Regional Inspection: O
Operator/Contractor:
In Attendance:
J,K| General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
5 A Compliance Compliance 2013/01/22 FPC of BC Act 70
Action Notice (4)(E)
Comment/Notice:
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 86 st/ha versus 700 st/ ha min. required layer 4), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved.
Ensure by current reporting deadline June 1, 2013, correct data if entered in error or withdraw declaration if standards not actually met.
General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
6 A Compliance Compliance 2013/01/22 Forest Planning &
Action Notice Practices
Regulation
(FRPA) 86 (3)(d)
Comment/Notice:
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 86 st/ha versus 700 st/ ha min. required layer 4), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved.
Ensure by current reporting deadline June 1, 2013, correct data if entered in error or withdraw declaration if standards not actually met.
In addition, there is no spatial (forest cover map) update.
General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
8 A Compliance Compliance 2013/01/22 FPC of BC Act 70
Action Notice (4)(E)
Comment/Notice:
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 86 st/ha versus 700 st/ ha min. required layer 4), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved.
Ensure by current reporting deadline June 1, 2013, correct data if entered in error or withdraw declaration if standards not actually met.
L Inspector: Warren Holoboff Received by: 5.22
Signature: X Signature: X
(I certify that this inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests' compliance (Signing does not imply agreement with findings)
procedures)
FS 544 - C HEN 01/11 Page 2 of 2

Report ID: CIMS-RPT-047
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BRITISH
22 COLUMBIA

SILVICULTURE INSPECTION REPORT

ID: 272277
X-Ref: IDIRWHOLOBOF 2013/04/17 00:00:00

Licensee: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD.
BOX 3000

THRUMS BC V1N3L8

A01/A20194
Opening #: 82F 032 0.0-88
Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd hh:mm): 2013/04/17 0:00
Gross (ha): 128 NAR (ha): 118

Tenure: CP/Block: 25/4

Location: FB80254
Regional Inspection: O
Operator/Contractor:
In Attendance:

Inspection Method Area Inspected Inspection Sub-Type
Ocular: (m | Cutblock Area: Partial Regeneration: (m |
Recce: a Location (described by SU or location): Free Growing:
Detailed Survey: a only office reviewed Other: (m |
Admin/Office:

Block Status Comments (Note comments about SU, Block or Activity status if different than ISIS summary):

Compliance Summary

General Requirement

Post harvest (leave trees,roads,hazard abatement, etc.)
Riparian Management (treatments, etc.)

Soil conservation (disturbance/displacement, etc.)
Forest health/protection (crop health,FFPSR, etc.)

(&2 B S O R S

etc.)
6 Other requirements (plan,prescription,reporting etc.)
7 Plan/Prescription suitable (amendments, area etc.)
8 Recommend FG declaration acceptance

Stocking requirements (#/ha-min/max,spp.,height, seedlot transf.,species, density,

Compliance Status

Not Inspected
Not Inspected
Not Inspected
Not Inspected
No - Alleged Non-Compliance

No - Alleged Non-Compliance
Not Inspected
No - Alleged Non-Compliance

Compliance Summary Comments:

Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 220 st/ha versus 300 st/ ha min. required layer 1), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved. Need to clarify if data incorrect or standards not actually met.

Inspector: Warren Holoboff

Signature: X

(I certify that this inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests' compliance
procedures)

Received by: 5.22
Signature: X

(Signing does not imply agreement with findings)

Attachment Description:
Checklist: a
Checklist:

Other:

Digital Image: O other 0O

Delivery Method:

Email: Fax.: O Mail: O Hand Delivered: a

File # 18750-20/A20194, CP25, blk 4 File #
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BRITISH

ALLEGED NON COMPLIANCE SUMMARY ID: 272277
on COLUMBV\ X-Ref: IDIRWHOLOBOF 2013/04/17 00:00:00
| Licensee: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD. Tenure: A01/A20194 CP/Block: 25/4
BOX 3000 Opening #: 82F 032 0.0-88
THRUMS BC V1IN3L8 Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd hh:mm): 2013/04/17 0:00
Gross (ha): 128 NAR (ha):  11.8
Location: FB80254
Regional Inspection: O
Operator/Contractor:
In Attendance:
J,K| General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
5 A Compliance Compliance 2013/01/22 FPC of BC Act 70
Action Notice (4)(E)
Comment/Notice:
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 220 st/ha versus 300 st/ ha min. required layer 1), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved.
Ensure by current reporting deadline June 1, 2013, correct data if entered in error or withdraw declaration if standards not actually met.
General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
6 A Compliance Compliance 2013/01/22 Forest Planning &
Action Notice Practices
Regulation
(FRPA) 86 (3)(d)
Comment/Notice:
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 220 st/ha versus 300 st/ ha min. required layer 1), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved.
Ensure by current reporting deadline June 1, 2013, correct data if entered in error or withdraw declaration if standards not actually met.
General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
8 A Compliance Compliance 2013/01/22 FPC of BC Act 70
Action Notice (4)(E)
Comment/Notice:
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 220 st/ha versus 300 st/ ha min. required layer 1), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved.
Ensure by current reporting deadline June 1, 2013, correct data if entered in error or withdraw declaration if standards not actually met.
L Inspector: Warren Holoboff Received by: s.22
Signature: X Signature: X
(I certify that this inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests' compliance (Signing does not imply agreement with findings)
procedures)
FS 544 - C HEN 01/11 Page 2 of 2

Report ID: CIMS-RPT-047
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BRITISH
22 COLUMBIA

SILVICULTURE INSPECTION REPORT

ID: 272279
X-Ref: IDIRWHOLOBOF 2013/04/17 00:00:00

Licensee: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD.
BOX 3000

THRUMS BC V1N3L8

A01/A20194
Opening #: 82F 032 0.0-89
Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd hh:mm): 2013/04/17 0:00
Gross (ha): 230 NAR (ha): 220

Tenure: CP/Block: 25/5

Location: FB80255
Regional Inspection: O
Operator/Contractor:
In Attendance:

Inspection Method Area Inspected Inspection Sub-Type
Ocular: (m | Cutblock Area: Partial Regeneration: (m |
Recce: a Location (described by SU or location): Free Growing:
Detailed Survey: a only office reviewed Other: (m |
Admin/Office:

Block Status Comments (Note comments about SU, Block or Activity status if different than ISIS summary):

Compliance Summary

General Requirement

Post harvest (leave trees,roads,hazard abatement, etc.)
Riparian Management (treatments, etc.)

Soil conservation (disturbance/displacement, etc.)
Forest health/protection (crop health,FFPSR, etc.)

(&2 B S O R S

etc.)
6 Other requirements (plan,prescription,reporting etc.)
7 Plan/Prescription suitable (amendments, area efc.)
8 Recommend FG declaration acceptance

Stocking requirements (#/ha-min/max,spp.,height, seedlot transf.,species, density,

Compliance Status

Not Inspected
Not Inspected
Not Inspected
Not Inspected
No - Alleged Non-Compliance

No - Alleged Non-Compliance
Not Inspected
No - Alleged Non-Compliance

Compliance Summary Comments:

Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 219 st/ha versus 300 st/ ha min. required layer 1), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved. Need to clarify if data incorrect or standards not actually met.

Inspector: Warren Holoboff

Signature: X

(I certify that this inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests' compliance
procedures)

Received by: s.22
Signature: X

(Signing does not imply agreement with findings)

Attachment Description:
Checklist: a
Checklist:

Other:

Digital Image: O other 0O

Delivery Method:

Email: Fax.: O Mail: O Hand Delivered: a
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BRITISH

ALLEGED NON COMPLIANCE SUMMARY ID: 272279
on COLUMBlA X-Ref: IDIRWHOLOBOF 2013/04/17 00:00:00
| Licensee: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD. Tenure: A01/A20194 CP/Block: 25/5
BOX 3000 Opening #: 82F 032 0.0-89
THRUMS BC V1IN3L8 Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd hh:mm): 2013/04/17 0:00
Gross (ha): 230 NAR (ha): 220
Location: FB80255
Regional Inspection: O
Operator/Contractor:
In Attendance:
J,K| General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
5 A Compliance Compliance 2013/01/22 FPC of BC Act 70
Action Notice (4)(E)
Comment/Notice:
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 219 st/ha versus 300 st/ ha min. required layer 1), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved.
Ensure by current reporting deadline June 1, 2013, correct data if entered in error or withdraw declaration if standards not actually met.
General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
6 A Compliance Compliance 2013/01/22 Forest Planning &
Action Notice Practices
Regulation
(FRPA) 86 (3)(d)
Comment/Notice:
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 219 st/ha versus 300 st/ ha min. required layer 1), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved.
Ensure by current reporting deadline June 1, 2013, correct data if entered in error or withdraw declaration if standards not actually met.
General Row | Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req # Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
8 A Compliance Compliance 2013/01/22 FPC of BC Act 70
Action Notice (4)(E)
Comment/Notice:
Stocking standards not met (data in RESULTS forest cover shows 219 st/ha versus 300 st/ ha min. required layer 1), yet licensee has declared
free-growing achieved.
Ensure by current reporting deadline June 1, 2013, correct data if entered in error or withdraw declaration if standards not actually met.
L Inspector: Warren Holoboff Received by: s.22
Signature: X Signature: X
(I certify that this inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests' compliance (Signing does not imply agreement with findings)
procedures)
FS 544 - C HEN 01/11 Page 2 of 2

Report ID: CIMS-RPT-047
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From: Jaarsma, Amy D FLNR:EX

To: Upward, Katherine K FLNR:EX;
Subject: A30172 CP023

Date: Tuesday, May 15, 2012 2:08:21 PM
Attachments: A30172 CP023.pdf

Logging and Silviculture costs
- Is this what you were looking for?

Py Gaarsma, RET

Tenures/Revenue Technician
Selkirk Resource District - Nelson
phone: (250) 825-1153

fax: (250) 825-9657

e-mail: Amy.Jaarsma@gov.bc.ca

Part 2 Page 1
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Ministry of Forests and Range Page
. . Date/Time Printed
Interior Appraisal System User ID
Logging and Silviculture Cost Database
Estimate ReportID

:10of2

: 2012-05-15 14:06:31

: AJAARSMA
: PROD
: IASR083

Timber Mark : FE6023

Appraisal Effective Date : 2003-06-01

OBSOLETE - Nelson Forest Region (RSI)
Kootenay Lake Forest District

Licence : A30172 Kootenay Lake TSA Block C
Cutting Permit : 23 Total Volume :
Calculation Date : 2010-06-25 Expiry Date :
Logging Trend Factor : 0.921 MVI Eligible Indicator :
Silviculture Trend Factor : 0.921 Adjust Quarterly Indicator :
Manufacturing Trend Factor : 1.000
Stumpage Rate Effective Date : 2010-07-01
Subphase
Cost
PHASE ($/m3)
DEVELOPMENT :
Tabulated
Culverts 0.00
Roads 77,744.20
Fencing and Cattle Guards 0.00
Allocated Development 350,462.82
Engineered Development 400,311.34
TREE TO TRUCK :

Ground Skidding (Clear Cut)

Ground Skidding (Partial Cut)

Overhead Cable Yarding Highlead & Grapple (Clear)
Overhead Cable Yarding Highlead & Grapple (Partial)
Overhead Cable Yarding Skyline

Helicopter Logging
Helicopter Logging
Horse Logging

(Clear)
(Partial)

Specified Operation

LOG TRANSPORTATION :

Hauling
Primary
Secondary

9.86
0.00

Water Transportation
Special Transportation and Specified Operations

Road Management
Road Use

60,966
2010-09-30

Y
Y

Phase
Total
($/m3)

s.21

Part 2 Page 2
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Ministry of Forests and Range Page 120f2

. . Date/Time Printed : 2012-05-15 14:06:31
Interior Appraisal System User ID . AJAARSMA
Logging and Silviculture Cost Database : PROD
. Report ID : IASR083
Estimate :
Timber Mark : FE6023 Appraisal Effective Date : 2003-06-01
Subphase Phase
Cost Total

PHASE ($/m3) ($/m3)
ADMINISTRATION & OTHER :

Overhead

Low Volume additive:
TOTAL LOGGING COST :

s.21

TOTAL TRENDED LOGGING COST :
SILVICULTURE :

Basic

Specified
TOTAL TRENDED SILVICULTURE COST :
End of Report

Part 2 Page 3
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Selkirk Resource District

DKL-29730

Appendix 1: Inspection Report

ID Inspector Name | Type Inspection Date | Site Client
145638 | Justin Dexter, Shaun | Harvest 2007-07-04 A30172 23/8 Kalesnikoff
Chadburn Lumber Co. Ltd.
257885 | Katherine Upward, General 2011-09-22 A30172 CP 23 Kalesnikoff
Dr. Mike Curran, Block 8 Lumber Co. Ltd.
Connie Herman,
Andy Cosens
257885 | Katherine Upward Further Research | 2012-02-15 A30172 CP 23 Kalesnikoff
Closure Block 8 Lumber Co. Ltd.
Appendix File DKL-29730 Page 13 12/06/26
Part 2 Page 4
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Selkirk Resource District
DKL-29730

Appendix 2: Evidence

1.) Mike Curran, Phd - Report of Soil Disturbance Survey Report

2.) Tab Yellow
Interview Notes with Kalesnikoff - 2012-02-23
3.) Tab Beige
Interview Notes with s.15 —2012-02-21

4.) Tab Bk

Kalesnikoff Harvest Inspection Reports for Hloofkoff Logging 2009

5.) Tab (EHEEN
Site Plan amendment #2.
Silviculture Prescription

6.) Tab [N

Land Management Handbook Number 20 — ESSF wc4 pages 158-165

Appendix File DKL-29730 Page 14 12/06/26
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Selkirk Resource District
DKL-29730

Appendix 3: Maps & Photos

List of Maps:

Number Description Filename

1 Google Map of Plot Centers Plot locations.jpg

2 Heli Photos KAL A30171 CP23 8 heli photos.pdf
3 Field Photos KAL_A30171_CP23_8 field photos.pdf
4 RESULTS Forest Cover Map RESULTS database

Appendix File DKL-29730

Page 15

12/06/26
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Selkirk Resource District
DKL-29730

Appendix 4: Detailed Chronology

Appendix File DKL-29730 Page 16 12/06/26
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Selkirk Resource District

DKL-29730
Appendix 5: Letters
Number | Description Receiver Date Author
1 Investigation Letter Kalesnikoff Lumber Feb 15, 2011 | FO Katherine
Company Ltd. Upward
Appendix File DKL-29730 Page 17 12/06/26
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Selkirk Resource District

DKL-29730

Appendix 6: Email Correspondence

Number | Description Receiver Date Author
1 Soil Disturbance Survey FO Upward, C&E | Sept 9, 2011 | Mike Curran
(with notes from Will Burt, Kootednay
Geomatics Analyst) Boup ary
Region
2 CIMS Report Stan Hadikin Oct 19, 2011 | FO Katherine Upward
3 Information Request FO Upward Jan 26, 2012 s.15
4 Investigation Letter, CIMs Stan Hadikin Feb 15, 2012 | FO Upward
completion report
5 Soil Disturbance Survey FO Upward June 11, Mike Curran
Report 2012
Appendix File DKL-29730 Page 18 12/06/26
Part 2 Page 9
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Selkirk Resource District
DKL-29730

Appendix 7 : Tenure Documentation

Number Description

1 FTA A30172 Forest Licence Documentation

2 FTA A30172 CP 23 Block 8 CP Documentation
3 FTA A30172 CP 23 Block 8 Harvest Dates

4 GAS Appraisal Summary Report

Appendix File DKL-29730 Page 19 12/06/26
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Selkirk Resource District
DKL-29730

Appendix 8: Relevant Legislation Excerpt

1) FRPA 71 to 74(FRPA) with the Administration Remedy Regulations (FPC)
2) Forest Practices Code of BC Act Section 47 and definitions.
3) Timber Harvesting and Silviculture Practices Regulation Section 31 & 33

Appendix File DKL-29730 Page 20 12/06/26
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Selkirk Resource District
DKL-29730

Appendix 9: Client ERA and CIMS History

Appendix File DKL-29730 Page 21 12/06/26

Part 2 Page 12
FNR-2013-00342



Selkirk Resource District
DKL-29730

Appendix 10: Agreed Statement of Facts

Appendix File DKL-29730 Page 22 12/06/26
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GENERAL INSPECTION REPORT

ID: 257885
X-Ref: IDIRIKKUPWARD 2011/09/22 00:00:00

KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO.
LTD.

A Licensee/ Tenure Holder:

BOX 3000
THRUMS BC V1N3L8

Tenure (type/no): /

Site ID: FRP_KB
Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd 24:mm):
Regional Inspection:

2011/09/22 0:00

Location (optional): A30172 CP 23 Block 8
Operator/Contractor:
In Attendance: Katherine Upward, Mike Curran, Connie
Herman, Andy Cosens
Inspection Method Area Inspected
B Ocular: O | Arealnspected:
Recce: O | Location Inspected: SUB
Detailed Survey:
Admin/Office: a
c Site or Activity Status:
A30172 CP 23 Block 8 SU B
D Alleged Non-Compliance: (m |
Further Research:
Compliance Summary Comments:
This SU appears to have exceeded the prescribed soil disturbance limits indicated in the Site Plan.
E | Inspector: Katherine Upward Received by: s.22

Signature: X

(1 certify that this inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests' compliance

Signature: X

(Signing does not imply agreement with findings)

procedures)

Attachment Description: Delivery Method:

Checklist: a Digital Image: a Other: O Email: Fax. O Mail: O Hand Delivered: O
Checklist:

Other:

File# File # 19500-40/A30172 CP23

FS 544 - A HEN 01/11
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FURTHER RESEARCH SUMMARY ID: 257885
X-Ref: IDIRKKUPWARD 2011/09/22 00:00:00
F Licensee/ Tenure Holder: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. Tenure (type/no): /
LTD.
BOX 3000 Site ID: FRP_KB
THRUMS BC V1IN3L8 Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd 24:mm): 2011/09/22 0:00
Regional Inspection:
Location (optional): A30172 CP 23 Block 8
Operator/Contractor:
In Attendance: Katherine Upward, Mike Curran, Connie
Herman, Andy Cosens
G | General Req # Row Reason Comment
2.00 A More Information Required More information in required to determine the contravention and the details of the
contravention. | will need to meet with Kalesnikoff to determine the facts around this
block and the conventional logging in this SU. | will contact you for a meeting in the
near future.
H Inspector: Katherine Upward Received by: 5.22
Signature: X Signature: X
(1 certify that this inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests' compliance (Signing does not imply agreement with findings)
procedures)

FS 544 - B HEN 01/11

Page 2 of 2
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GENERAL FURTHER RESEARCH CLOSURE ID: 257885

X-Ref: IDIRKKUPWARD 2011/09/22 00:00:00
Licensee/ Tenure Holder: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD. Tenure (type/no): /
BOX 3000 Site ID: FRP_KB
THRUMS BC VIN3L8 Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd 24:mm): 2011/09/22 0:00
Location (optional): A30172 CP 23 Block 8
Operator/Contractor:
In Attendance: Katherine Upward, Mike Curran, Connie
Herman, Andy Cosens
Completed Items
Original General Row Action Taken Summary Comment
Req #
2 A More information in required to determine the contravention and the details of the contravention. |
will need to meet with Kalesnikoff to determine the facts around this block and the conventional
logging in this SU. | will contact you for a meeting in the near future.
# | Closure Follow Up Action Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Date Action Date Section Ticket # Plate
1 12012/02/15 | Enforcement Action

disturbance limits has occurred. | have now started an investigation on this matter.

Closure Comment: Information presented to me by the licencee and Mike Curran, soil specialist, indicate that a contravention for exceeding the soil

File# File # 19500-40/A30172 CP23

FS 544 - E HEN 01/11
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i

BRITISH
COLUMBIA

File:  23060-40 — DKL.-29730
00001925 00

October 30, 2012

KalesnikofT Lumber Co. Ltd
PO Box 3000
Thrums, B.C. VIN 3L8

Dear s.22

Re: Contravention Determination and Notice of Penalty Levied under
Section 71(2)(a) of the Forest and range Practices Act{ FRPA).

This is further to my letter dated July 4, 2012 and your opportunity to be heard conducted
in the field on August 29, 2012 respecting the alleged contravention of section 47(1) of
the Forest Practices Code of British Columbia Act (FPC Act). | have now made my
determination in this matter, as described below.

Authority

As the licence holder, Kalesnikoff Lumber Company Ltd, began harvesting on the
areas in question under a Forest Development Plan before and after the Forest
and Range Practices Act (“FRPA”) came into effect on January 30, 2004, then,
pursuant to FRPA section 191(1) and 192(1), the licensee must comply with the
requirements of the Forest Practices Code of British Columbia Act (the “FPC
Act™) and Regulations that pertain to those areas. Pursuant to Section 177.1(1) of
FRPA, the Minister of Forests, Lands and Natural Resource Operations (the
“Minister””) may make determinations under section 71 of FRPA, for any alleged
contraventions of the FPC Act and Regulations.

The Minister has delegated to me, under section 120.1(1} of FRPA the authority
to make determinations with respect to administrative contraventions and
penalties under FRPA section 71. Accordingly, 1 will make my determination in
relation to the alleged contravention of section 47(1) of the FPC Act under FRPA
section 71.

For contraventions of the FPC Act or Regulations, the maximum administrative
penalties are as provided for under the FPC Act and Regulations.

Page I of 9
Ministry of Forests Kootenay Lake Forest District 1907 Ridgewood Road Mailing Address:
Lands and Natural Nelscn, B.C. V1L 6k1 1807 Ridgewood Road
Resource Operations Nelson, B.C. V1L 6K1
Tel: 250-825-1100
Fax: 250-825-9657 .
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Legislation
Forest Practice Code of British Columbia Act

47, Soil conservation: net area to be reforested

47, (1) A person carrying out a forest practice on an area under a silviculture
grescription must not exceed the maximum amount of soil disturbance within the
net area to be reforested that is specified in the prescription,

(2) Despite subsection (1), a person carrying out timber harvesting operations
may, in accordance with a silviculture prescription, temporarily exceed the
maximum amount of soil disturbance within the net area to be reforested to the
extent necessary to construct temporary access structures approved in the
silviculture prescription if the silviculture prescription provides for soil
rehabilitation measures to be carried out to those temporary access structures.

(5) A person who, for an area under a site plan prepared under section 21.1 or
silviculture prescription, causes soil disturbance to occur in the net area to be
reforested such that the maximum amount of soil disturbance within the net area
to be reforested is exceeded must rehabilitate the area in accordance with the
reguiations and standards.

Furthermore:

Limits on the amount of soil disturbance

31

(1) In this scction, “sensitive soils” means soils on an area that through a
combination of climate, soil properties, site moisture conditions and site
topography have

(a) in the Interior, a very high soil compaction hazard, soil displacement
hazard or soil erosion hazard, and

(b) on the Coast, a high or very high soil compaction hazard, soil
displacement hazard or soil erosion hazard.

(2) A holder of an agreement under the Forest Aef must not cause the soil
disturbance on the net area to be reforested within a standards unit to
exceed

(a) the applicable performance standard, or
(b) if there is no applicable performance standard,

(1) 5% of the area in the standards unit if the area has sensitive soils,
and

(i) 10% of the area in the standards unit if the area does not have
sensitive soils.

(3} Despite subsection (2), a holder of an agreement under the Forest Act may
exceed the soil disturbance limits under that subsection if

{a) the harvesting on the area was to remove infected stumps, or

Page 2 0f 9
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(b) specific site rehabilitation or site preparation objectives for the area are
contained in the forest development plan.

(4) Despite subsection (2), a holder of an agreement under the Forest Act may
temporarily exceed the soil disturbance limits referred to in that subsection
if

(a) the extra disturbance

(i) is for the construction of temporary access structures or
excavated or bladed trails. and

(i1) does not exceed 5% of the standards unit, and

(b) the holder rehabilitates the area to the extent necessary to bring the
area back into compliance with the specified limits.

Rehabilitation of disturbed areas

33 (1) A holder of an agreement under the Forest Act who is required to
rehabilitate a disturbed portion of an arca under section 46 (4) or 47 (5) or
(7} of the Act must

(a) restore the disturbed portion of the area to a productive state,

{(b) reduce surface soil erosion in the area, and

{¢) reasonably mitigate the impact of the forest practice that made the
rehabilitation necessary on forest resources that are identified

(1) in higher level plans or operational plans, or

(i) by the district manager, if the forest practice was exempted {rom
the requirement of a logging plan or silviculture prescription or
site plan.

(2) For the purposes of section 49 (2) (d) of the Act, the district manager may
exempt a person who is the holder of a site plan from the requircment to
rchabilitate areas under section 46 (4) or 47 (5) to (7) of the Act if the
district manager is satisficd that treating the area is unlikely to restore soil
productivity on the area to a leve! acceptable to the district manager.

Issues

The following issues are relevant to this case:
1. Has there been a contravention of section 47(1) of the FPC Act?

2. Do any of the defences of due diligence, mistake of fact or officially induced
error apply?

If there has been a contravention, what level of penalty, if any, is appropriate?

+

Is a remediation order appropriate?

After considering all the evidence presented to me, and for the reasons presented below,

it my determination that:

Page 3 of 9
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1. you did contravene section 47(1) of the FPC Act

2. none of the defenses apply; and

3. itis appropriate to levy a penalty in the amount of $3,000.00 under
section 71 (2) (a) (i) of the Forest and Range Practices Act, and

4. aremediation order is not required.

Subject to the stay referred to below, the penalty must be paid by December 19th. A
separate invoice will be sent to you after all review and appeal periods have passed.

Summary of the evidence and findings of fact.
Based on the evidence, 1 am satisfied that the following facts are not in dispute:

The following facts were confirmed within an “agreed statement of facts” document
prepared and signed off between the Ministry investigator — Katherine Upward and the
representative for Kalesnikoff Lumber Company Ltd - 5.22 on August 13, 2012,

e Kalesnikoff Lumber Company Ltd is the Licensee of record for A30172.

e A30172 CP23 Block 8 subject to this case falls under the jurisdiction of the Forest
Practices Code of British Columbia Act.

o Kalesnikoff Lumber Company Ltd signed a silviculture amendment prior to the
harvest of a portion of SU B (now Sub amendment #2) allowing for conventional
(ground based) harvest techniques to be used within that unit.

o Hlookoft Logging Ltd harvested SU B2 in the summer of 2008 using conventional
harvest techniques.

» SU B2 has a 5% soil disturbance limit as prescribed in the silviculture prescription
amendment#2.

« Hlookoff Logging completed deactivation and rehabilitation on the block post harvest
in 2008.

e Kalesnikoff Lumber Company Ltd exceeded the maximum allowable soil disturbance
of 5% after rehabilitation had occurred.

With respect to the facts that are in dispute, Ministry staff presented thc following
evidence (in summary):

e A soil disturbance survey conducted on September 22, 2011 by Ministry staff
determined a 19.2% soil disturbance level (with a lower confidence level of 14.2%)
due to loss of forest floor (very wide scalp) and “E Traftic” repeated machine traffic
with compaction on the skid trails. The soil disturbance exceeded the specified 5%
allowed in the silviculture prescription.
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¢ The areas that were deemed as disturbed did not have any treatment to them and
hence are not restored to a productive state. As per Mike Curran's report - risks
associated from soil disturbance include effects on hydrology, productivity, potential
for increased overland flow, erosion, sedimentation and invasive plant establishment,

In turn, KLC presented the following evidence in the form of a handout which was
presented at the Sept OTBH held on site at SU B, (in summary):

In response to the Ministry survey results, KLC hired Timberland consultants to conduct
an independent survey of the site which concluded a 12% disturbance limit as opposed to
the Ministry’s 19% survey result.

KLC questioned the Ministry survey results and disputed the methodology of the survey,
specifically for soil compaction, stating that assuming compaction for all areas with more
than two passes of a machine is inaccurate.

The following additional statements are direct quotes from your submission,

. s.15

Having rcgard to all of the foregoing evidence, 1 have made the following findings with
respect to the facts in dispute:

« Although Kalesnikoff's survey differs from the Ministry survey by between 2% and
8%, both surveys indicate that the limit of 5% was exceeded by at least 7%. [am
therefore satisfied that the evidence as presented regardless of the survey used support
a finding of a contravention.
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e On the question as to whether the soil disturbance was detrimental to the site or not
other than the visible scarring on the landscape does not alter the allowable or
measurable disturbance limits. Considering the trees planted on the site are only
within their first 2 years of growth, I find that it is likely premature to judge whether
impacts to site productivity have been affected or not. Research evidence has
demonstrated however that trees growing on compacted soils may have reduced
growth rates. The question of how detrimental the disturbance is, speaks to the
gravity or magnitude of the contravention but does not nullify the contravention

¢ Do the facts support a finding of contravention if no defenses apply?

[ conclude that the facts set out above support a finding of a contravention of section
47(1) of the FPC Act, provided the defenses set out in section 72 of the Forest and
Range Practices Act do not apply. My reasons are as follow:

Do any defenses apply?

You raised a defense of due diligence, which is one of the defenses provided for in
section 72 of the Forest and Range Practices Act.

Specifically your written submission stated that KLC carried out their practices in a
diligent manner and exercised reasonable care to minimize adverse impacts from their
forest practices.

For this defense to apply I must determine if KL.C did all that reasonably could have been
done in the circumstances to prevent the contravention.

Site sensitivity for the area in question required careful ptanning for soil disturbance
resulting in a 5% soil disturbance limit.

The use of low impact equipment to reduce compaction was only one factor in reducing
disturbance. It is evident that the contractor on site, Hiookoff Logging Ltd, whom you
indicate was primarily a cable harvester may not have had the experience in ground based
techniques to adequately avoid the levels of disturbance that occurred. The random
skidding technigue and high frequency of skid trails that was employed to harvest and
move timber off SU B could have been reduced to minimize disturbance.

Furthermore the original SP also references that when conventional harvesting is
conducted that “designated trails” are required and “random skidding is not appropriate™.

Other harvest methods were available to KLC and more excavated trails with
rehabilitation, or cable harvesting would likely have resulted in lower disturbance as is
evidenced by adjacent operations.

I find that the diligence or standard of care claimed by KL.C, did not go far enough to
foresee or prevent the soil disturbance occurring; for these reasons, a defense of due
diligence fails.
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Is a penaity appropriate and if so how much?

Under section 71(2)(a}(i) of the Forest and Range Practices Act | am authorized to
impose a penalty of up to $100,000 for a contravention of section 47(1) of the FPC Act.
Alternatively, under section 71 (2} (a) (ii) of the Forest and Range Practices Act, | may
refrain from levying a penalty if [ consider that the contravention is trifling and that it is
not in the public interest to do so.

Having regard to the facts of this case, I have decided the contravention is not ¢rifling and
that it is therefore appropriate to levy a deterrent penalty in the amount of $3,000.00.

If I do levy a penalty, I must consider the following factors in section 71 (5) (a) (ii) of the
Forest and Range Practices Act:

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d

(€)

(f)

(g)

your previous contraventions, if any, ot a simifar nature;
There are none.

the gravity and magnitude of the contravention;

The area affected is 9.7 hectares, however impacts to long term productivity was not
definitive at the time of the determination. It may take years lo conclude if tree
growth has been affected by the disturbance levels (i.e. compacted soils).

whether the contravention was repeated or continuous;
The violation is not repeated and limited to the standards unit in question, however,
the disturbance level was never fully rehabilitated

whether the contravention was dcliberate;
There is no indication that the contravention was deliberate.

any economic bencfit you derived from the contravention;
There is an economic benefit, estimated around §2500 by choosing a lower cost
harvest system.

vour cooperativeness and efforts to correct the contravention; and
KLC was fully cooperative in the investigation and although they have not made

further efforts to rehabilitate the site, further machine traffic on the site is likely not

recommended.

any other considerations that the Lieutenant Governor in Council may have
preseribed.
There are none.

Determination docs not forestall other actions that may be taken.

Please note that my determinations under sections 71 and 74 do not relieve you from any
other actions or proceedings that the government is authorized to take with respect to the
contravention described above.
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Opportunity for correcting this determination.

For 15 days after making my determinations under sections 71 and 74, I am authorized
under section 79 of the Forest and Range Practices Act to correct certain types of
obvious errors or omissions. [ may do this on my own initiative or at your request. If
you think there are valid reasons to correct the determination, you may contact me at
(250) 825 1101 within this 15 day period.

Opportunities for review and appeal.

If you have new information that was not available at the time | made this determination,
you may request a review of my determination on the basis of this new information. A
request for such review must be in writing, must be signed by you, or on your behalf, and
must contain:
(a) your name and address; and the namc of the person, if any, making the request on
vour behalf;
(b) the address for serving a document to you or the person acting on your behalf;
(¢) the new evidence that was not available at the time this determination was made;
and
(d) a statement of the relief requested.

This request must be directed to me, at 1907 Ridgewood Road, Nelson, B.C, VIL 6K 1
and 1 must receive it ro later than three weeks after the date this notice of determination
is given or delivered to you. If you request a review, you may appeal a decision made
after the completion of the review to the Forest Appeals Commission.

The provisions governing reviews are set out in section 80 of the Forest and Range
Practices Act and in the Administrative Review and Appeal Procedure Regulation. Please
note the 3 week time limit for requesting a revicw,

Alternatively, if you disagree with this determination, you may appeal directly to the
Forest Appeals Commission.

The appeal request must be signed by you, or on your behalf, and must contain:

a. your name and address; and the name of the person, if any, making the request on
your behalf;
the address for serving a document to you or the person acting on your behalf;

¢. the grounds for appeal; and

d. a statement of the relief requested.

The Forest Appeals Commission must receive the appeal no later than three weeks after
the date this notice of dctermination is given or delivered to you.

The provisions governing appeals are set out in sections 82 through 84 of the Forest and
Range Practices Act, in seetions 131 through 141 of the Forest Practices Code of British
Columbia Act, and in the Administrative Review and Appeal Procedure Regulation. To
initiate an appeal, you must deliver a notice of appeal, together with the requisite
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supporting documents, to the Forest Appeals Commission. The address for the Forest
Appeals Commission is:

The Registrar, Forest Appeals Commission
PO Box 9425, Stn. Prov. Govt.
Victoria, BC VW 9V1

Pleasc note the 3 week time limit for delivering a notice of appeal.
Determination is stayed pending review or appeal.

Under section 78 of the Forest and Range Practices Act, my contravention determination
under sections 71 and 74, and my penalty determination under section 71, are stayed until
you have no further right to have these determinations reviewed or appealed, after which
time, they take immediate effect. As.noted in the remediation order, this stay also applies
to that order.

Performanee Record.

As you are the holder of an agreement under the Forest Act, the administrative penalty
and my determinations under sections 71 and 74 will become part of your performance
record, pursuant to section 85 (2) of the Forest and Range Practices Act, subject to

decisions made on review or appeal.

Yours truly,

GartheWiggill

District Manager
Kootenay Lake Forest District

pc:  Dan Barron, Compliance Leader, Kootenay Boundary Region
Compliance and Enforcement Branch
Forest Practices Board
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% BRITISH HARVEST INSPECTION REPORT ID: 145638
5 COLUMBIA X-Ref. [DIRWDEXTER 2007/07/04 11:30:00
A | Licensee:  KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO.LTD. Tenure: A01/A30172 CP/Block: 23/8
BOX 3000
THRUMS BC VIN3L8
Operator/Contractor: Kalesnikoff Lumber CO. Ltd Inspection Date {yyyy/mm/dd 24:mm}: 2007/07/04 11:30
In Attendance: Justin Dexter Gross {ha): 00 Net {ha}: 28.5
Shaun Chadbum Location: Schroeder Craek
Regionai Inspection: w]
Inspection Method Area Inspected
B Ocular: E | Roads/Trails: Cutblock Area: Partial
Recce: O | Location Inspected: Location Inspected:
Detailed Survey: o Walked secticns of SUB and reserve zones. Ocular
Admin/Qffice: a inspection of SUA.
Activity Status
C } RoadfTrail Construction Inactive Loading Inactive
Deactivation/Rehabilitation Inactive Falling Inactive
Waste Assessment Naone {o Date Other NfA
Yarding/Forwarding Inactive Hazard Abatement NIA

if "Other”, piease specify

Comments about Status:
Block has not been completed. 1t is slated for completion in 2007.

Comments about weather conditions:

(2 certify that this inspection conforms o Minisiry of Forests' compliance

Sunny, hot
Compliance Summary
E Inspector: Justin Dexter Received by: s.22
Signature: X Signature: X

{Sigring does not imply agreement with findings)

procedures)

Attachment Description: Delivery Methad:

Checklist: B Digital Image: O oher O Emat B  Fax O Mai: X Hand Delivered: o
Checklist:

Other:

File # 19500-40/A30172 CP 23/8 File #

FS 540 - AHEN 01111
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BRITISH
2 COLUMBIA

HARVEST INSPECTION REPORT ID: 145638

X-Ref DIRWDEXTER 2007/07/04 11:30:00

A | Licensee:  KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO.LTD. Tenure: A01/A30172 CP/Block: 23/8
BOX 3000
THRUMS BC VIN3LE
Operator/Contractor: Kalesnikeff Lumber CO. Ltd Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd 24:mm). 2007/07/04 1%:30
In Attendance: Justin Dexter Gross (ha): 0.0 Net {ha): 285
Shaun Chadburmn Location: Schroeder Creak
Regional Inspection: a
a} General Requirement Compliance Status
Road/Trai/Landing Construction {quality, location} Yes
Permanent/Temporary access (max %, area, efc.) Yes
NIA

Faliing {externalfintemnat boundarnies, leave lrees elc.)
Riparian management {debris mgmt., crossings efc.)

o Ly R —

Soll conservation {disturbance etc.)
Comments: Soil disturbance seemed fo he minimal
Revenue Management (utilization, marking etc.)

Forest health/protection {piling/FFPSR/knockdown etc.)

]

7 Public safety/safe practices {roads, danger trees efc.}
B

¢ Road/Trail maintenance {water mgmt., integrity)

10 Site Deactivation/Rehabilitation (garbage, access efc.)

1 Other Plan/Prescription requirements

Not Inspected
Yes

No - Alieged Non-Compliance
Yes

Not Inspected

Yes

Comments: A separate inspection was done on spur 110 that identify some maintenance issues with the road.

Yes

Comments: To date things look good. No garbage was observed on site.

NIA

Compliance Summary Commaents:;

occurs when conditions permit.

Harvest is not complete. Sections of SUA/SUC are yet to be logged. To date things look good. Contractor harvesting CP 23/3 (Mcdonald Creek
Contracting) started block 8 and | anticipate will finish up black 8 when CP 23/3 is complete. Some decked wood was observed near the end of
Spur 110 with no mark. Please ensure that all decked woad is timber marked as cullined In Section 84(1) of the Forest Act. Since the contractar
working CP 23/3 was the one working block 8, he was asked fo timber mark the decks at the end of Spur 110.

Some waste was observed in bum piles. Please ensure that the waste assessment includes all landing piles. Also, ensure that hazard abatement

E Inspector: Justin Dexter
Signature: X

{l certify (hat this inspection confoms to Minislry of Forests' compliance

procedunes)

Received by: s.22
Signature; X
(Signing does not imply agreement with findings)

FS 540 - AHEN 04/11
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BriTisH

=< COLUMBIA

ALLEGED NON COMPLIANCE SUMMARY

X-Ref- IDIRUDEXTER 2007/07/04 11:30:00

1D: 145638

| Licensee:
BOX 3000

THRUMS BC VIN3L8

KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD.

Tenure:

AD1/A30172 CP/Black:

23/8

Operatot/Contractor: Kalesnikoff Lumber CO. Ltd Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd 24:mmj}: 2007/07/04 11:30
In Attendance: Justin Dexter Gross (ha): 0.0 Net {ha): 285
Shaun Chadbum Location: Schroeder Creek
Regional Inspection: o
JK
General Row Action Taken Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Req# Action Type Date Section Ticket # Plate
8 A Compliance No Action 2007/07/04 Forest Act 84
Action &)
Comment/Notice:
Oversight from contractor. Contractor working CP 23/3 was the same contractor who harvested the completed
portions of CP23/8. Contractor was asked to mark decks at end of spur 110.
L Inspector: Justin Dexter Received by: s.22
Signature: X Signature: X
{1 cerify that this inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests' compiiance {Signing does riot imply agreement with findings)
procedures)
FS 544 - CHEN 01/41 Page 3 of 3

Report ID: CIMS-RPT-033
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Kalesnikoff Lumber Co. Ltd.
A30172 CP 23 Block 8

The above photo shows what's been done on CP 23 block 8 from across valley.

The above ph shows some decked wood from block 8 at;;he end of spur 110.

File: 19500-40 A30172 CP23/8 Inspection ID 145638 July 04™ 2007
Justin Dexter Compliance and Enforcement Officer, Kootenay Lake Forest District
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BRITISH GENERAL INSPECTION REPORT 1D: 257685
A COLUMBIA ¥-Ref: IDIRKKUPWARD 2011/08722 00.0:00
A Licenseef Tenure Holder: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. Tenure {type/ino); i
LTD.
BOX 3000 Site ID: FRP_KB
THRUMS BC VIN3LB Inspection Date {yyyy/mm/dd 24:mm): 2011/08/22 0:00
Regional Inspection: (=]
Location {opiional): A30172 CP 23 Block 8
Operator/Contractor:
In Attendance: Katherine Upward, Mike Curran, Connie
_ _ Herman, Andy Cosens
__Inspaction Method Area Inspected
B | OQcular: O | Areainspected:
Recce: O | Location Inspected: SUB
Detailed Survey: e
Admin/Qffice; (=]
c Site or Activity Status:
A30172 CP 23 Block 8 SU B
3] Alleged Non-Cempliance: O
Further Research: =
Compliance Summary Comments:
This SU appears to have exceeded the prescribed soil disturbance limits indicated in the Site Plan.
E Inspector: Katherine Upward Received hy: s.22
Signature: X Signature: X
il certify that (his inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests' compliance {Signing does not imply agreement with findings)
procedures)
Attachment Description: Delivery Method:
Checklist: i Digital Image: o Other: O Email: Fax, O  Mal O Hand Delivered: o
Checklist:
Other:
File# File# 19500-40/A30172CP23
FS 544 - A HEN 0%/11 Page 1 of 2
REGOHAEAOMBRPT-030
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BRITISH 1% FURTHER RESEARCH SUMMARY 0: 257885
o COLUMBIA R X-Ref: IDIRKKUPWARD 2011:09/22 00:00:00
F Licensee/ Tenure Holder: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. Tenure {fype/no): !
LTD.
BOX 3000 Site ID: FRP_KB
THRUMS BC ViN3L8 Inspection Date (yyyy/mm/dd 24:mm}: 2011/09722 0:00
Regional inspection: m]
Location {optional}: A30172 CP 23 Block 8
Operator/Contractor:
in Attendance: Katherine Upward, Mike Curran, Connie
Herman, Andy Cosens
G | General Req# Row Reason Comment
2.00 A More information Required More information in required to determine the contravention and the details of the
confrayention. | wil need to meet with Kalesnikoff to determine the facts around this
block and the conventional logging in this SU. | will contact you for a meeting in the
near future,
H Inspector: Katherine Upward Received by: - 822
Signature: X Signature: X
{1 certify that this inspection conforms to Ministry of Forests’ compiiance {Sigring does not imply agreement with findings)
procediges)
FS544 . B HEN 0111 Page2of 2

Report ID: CIMS-RPT-030
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BrITisH

{ GENERAL FURTHER RESEARCH CLOSURE 1D: 257885
T COLUMBIA X-Ret IDIRKKUPWARD 2011/09/22 00:00:00
Licansee/ Tenure Holder: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD. Tenure {type/noj: !
BOX 3000 Site ID: FRF_KB
THRUMS BC VIN3L8 inspection Date {yyyy/mm/dd 24:mm): 2011/09722 0:00
Location {optional}: A30172 CP 23 Biock 8
OperatoriContractor:
In Attendance: Katherine Upward, Mike Curran, Connie
Herman, Andy Cosens

Completed items

estingin !
# 1 Closure Folfow Up Action Compliance Est. Incident Act/Reg Warning Issued To Licence
Date Action Date Section Ticket # Plate

1 12012102115 | Enforcement Action

Closure Comment: Information presented to me by the licencee and Mike Curran, soit specialist, indicate that a contravention for exceeding the soil
disturbance limits has occurred. | have now started an investigation on this matter.

Fie# File# 19500-40/A30172 CP23

FS 544 - EHEN 01111 Page 1 of 1

Reric2tFRoBIMB-RPT-032
FNR-2013-00342




Interview s.22,5.15 and C&E FO Upward, FO Forrest — 2012-02-23
Kalesnikoff Office — Thrums BC

Audio recorded

Answers helow are based on notes taken from the interview and review but actual
wording can be found in the audio file.

s.22,s.15
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Pages 34 through 35 redacted for the following reasons:



BRITISH
COLUMBIA

The Best Place on Earth

Ministry of Forest, Compliance and Mailing Address: Phone:  250-356-0841
Lands and Enforcement Fac. 250-387-2539

PO Box 9505 3tn Prov Govt Website:  www.gov.bc.ca/nro
Natural Resource Victoria, British Columbia
Operations VW 9C1
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Interview 5.22,5.15 and C&E FO Upward, FO Forrest — 2012-02-21
Kootenay Forestry Office — Nelson BC
Audio recorded and in disclosure file.

Answers below are based on notes taken from the interview but actual wording can be
referenced in tbhe audio file.

s.22,s.15
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Pages 38 through 39 redacted for the following reasons:



Kalesnikoff Lumber Co. Ltd. - Environmentat Management System

HARVEST INSPECTION FORM# 2251

FLA 2172 lep: 23 Block: 3 7 L SU: A7B | Location: Sl reetin ke,

Centractor: i waé’:{“{: Lamm s Foreman: é s.22 ] Date: __L__&,.,J I\ 1o
PREWORK D¥fevien prowork fomst | 10 Atfendance: s.22
i CYES ©OMiA
" Offee QFRid @& Fianansah Managemsnt - EMS i ; ‘
Yeater Management - EMS oF O oW B W
. | Wassned Penveyor - 48 How Molice : L
: Fire Szason April 1 to October 31 R
3 fﬁevar‘;mﬂ ant Supsrzesion - EMS o Fire Tool5 28 147 118 4
Azceplabie Water Detivery System idocunsant i pomments heiow) Y
Firz N aich Responsibifties Distussesd v
£150 Trained Indivduals Sulliclent for She

t"sn%rahmfs eorking ad,aren' lo each othe: Has risk increased dw la pmxamiiy T Yes B Ne
¥YES - dasignale siie specific ‘Prime Comirssior through agreemant, signing below,

F‘Gmaz:mrs sufalg,- rew;ds ciaims, compliance :eurehfnd

- -*'fme Elzan‘raciz}r c;wbnﬂ nf amsyming Prime Coentracior roEe
CInt ALODiS

Prnt Hame Sign

PROGRESS [ yratersm items asy ? ? AUDITOR PROJECT REVIEW [J

1 | Sompiance with Prmaz:. Blan 18 : 22| Svesms laenimau

2 | Trail, Boag. Landing Deaclivalion 17 { 23| Fish Stream Crossing Windows

3 F’ese’vc'“’ff Fs 121 741 Ripariars Management Area Practices

4 | teave Tres Quality ) 18| 25 Siream Crossings, X-Siream Yarding

3 | Ligter angd Waste Handiing 2 261 Stream KMainanance

5 ! Landings RehabiiialodiPies Bumad 2211 CubvariDish Maini_ensnce

7 | Timper olzstonSawing Qually =

3 Tanber &‘a'mc; (Mammes 2

G 9 28 's‘ »3,'ary AZLESS ﬁ.*.;uzwfes i
g Locations | :

AH Cat:ames
1 K Atlendia

13 1 Cerifizd Fire Parson (5100 33 Sie Disturpance

14 | Fire Prevention Equipment 34 ¢ Larding Size and Location

15 | Fire Watch and Activily Restrcions 35§ Adverse Weather Shildown
153 Fie Hzr*arn amd Risk PsbS“Sme’ﬁ Conipieled

7 fiat slher chligatians mes! Mhew

2, e i e Kol etterd

Assignat to; Complete Action Datae Action AR Inspection
i pplan B by: H compteied: feferences
{Datz} ! {Date)

i 7B a&g&i%ﬁiﬁ fisp

o . £ 4 e ¥ F 3 7
=35 T oz dooschd <o Fup mm._, <;1C gl s o

v

f J&'ﬁ&vx {(S’é tf:.n&j ~§V:* A’ﬁf’@»’{ 'a 5.

e f = f ' " :
- K‘*‘{'ﬁ'“&x\ L\iﬂ .H{mj Lhoansds ’\"gﬁ’ii»?: lfﬂ;’“'*'cagp/? u—‘f’f’{"w {'7_.4.‘“}["{‘{'{ “’ﬂ L(uf--\.f' ’\iv-’ ’i-:ffﬁii?'y"z«.‘{'

-t i ‘ﬁis a2yt w rf PP TV o [ f:.-..\{f'{ cg. et i
, : i §
e D i i, 2707 ) =22 e /8 e
Supersiser Sigbatss Date . C*rﬂﬁmaﬁ a7

Fisk— £M8 Coorgnsisr

Winge - Dompany Supenaser
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Kalesnikoff Lumber Co. Ltd. ~ Environmental Management System

HARVEST INSPECTION FORM#E 2254

- ; i ; p T
FLASG 12 Block; &£ L8U: A Location:  Sof: el
Contractor: 1 é’v’f Lt o Foreman: | pate: LA v pevw
: vk I ol it Bl feman: .22 e $ 207
PREWORK [0 vevisw prevosiliems) | in Aftendance: ‘
5 NIA YES | MA
Gifize O Fiald ; o .
cwgow
ﬂa‘-"ﬁnu{i ;r,' - 48 Hou holisg
Fire Seasan April 1o Deloper 31
f‘réf'*e"nmnn andS;gmﬂ s - EMS : sz—:-‘&-:;ésas;nef Ers
Ternan Stabhity Managemsat - EMS 5 Water Delvery Sysiam {document i comengas halow)

Sod P'z:-:'(;f?*!m.f -EMS

nsisiitiag ,z:ac‘..ssed

wals ficient for Sie

Conbracions worling av;‘.w 5L by each c}’w s rigl eased due o grovimiy £ ¥es T Ne
TUHYES - dengnate SUe spscific Prme Conmactar (hrough agresment. signing 3 balow.

Tyohns pOVss ‘.3 L

= Drzr»a “*-‘afac'ar

A[{G-L’é’?%« L"{?’}{? ,?n;i‘g

notrs rs:' et gant io WABS {1 DAE Sacordaryisy (;zi;q b-’_zf'g‘}(,i‘if" La(ﬁ;:.( - if-\k‘
ot 7T 7 =
Pardhama / S
/’/ ;
PROGRESS [ jreievant iems oniyi POST-OP [T atiitens must be reviewsd) : AUDITOR PROJECT REVIEW I
i
H wmpr e S'ﬁi Ffmiﬁd Plan 18 22 ! ah‘aams =a°nifﬁed IS
2§ Tral, Kosg, Landing Deactivation VoA 17+ 231 Fish Stsam Crossing Windows > :
3 1 ResereesiWTPs Vo 18 24 Ripadan Managemen! Arga Praclicss L
4 1 Leave Tree Quality i - 121 281 Sueam Crossings, X-Stream Yarding i
5 1 Litter 2nd Waste Hanaling N 24 26 ¢ Susam Mainlenance i
£ | Landings RahahilitaledPiles Burneg s 74 Ditch Mainlenance i
7 i Timber Lilization/Sawiog Quatlty S :
8 | Timmer Marking {Mammest s
;| Grass Seeding ry
-

3 ue{ia&%é Fire Pagon gS? 00 ;
4 | Fire Pravention Egunmant v SrZ& 2nd Locaion v L
15 1 Cie Walkh asd Actvity Rastistions 3 rse Weathar Shuldawn Pl ;
1851 Fae Hazard and Risk Assassment Co = :
Thisicapecion 23 S35ed O SEGRang chevksd and
AR - Astion Paguirsd: AT ~ Ackion Comelesy. Blank Calpgory B deeni _
em Comments Assigned o Camplate Action Date Action AR Inspection
B : of At coma i —rsitienoe SOty & onohal ko by: completed: Referencer
i {ﬂme) {Dais)
e I a -
;‘Lt" yid .3{ uf'{ { !"‘“ Lo sy OF Lo 3 ,.:y_eké{;‘ i'w' a7 erk f’; ,ﬁgx;{*_f,d_/f rs ;} {4’_1[
‘: (&‘ﬂ}"f : HA& LT v “{Wv{»"’) 434 T '{:‘_’_‘J Ly n“’f‘:s £. Kr'\w}* Ea “2;»{,{/\# L )f'" L SY(:;Q,K ff_-, ,‘é‘f B, 5.
B i
s.22 i : s.22
Lﬂ)% 4 7 G\ '
T T Daee Date f
CINBEnY & h,,. ErHELT
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Kalesnikoff Lumber Co. Ltd. - Environmental Management System

HARVEST INSPECTIONFORM#  225b

FLA 3C17 2 | cP: 25 Block: g 1 SU: A’—“, { Location: Seia “&a{zﬂ\ C(,u_,!ﬁ,
Contractor: | ledkobt Lo Foreman: | $.22 Date: JWL—'\ 22, 2049
PREWORK [ ireview preworz feens) | In Aftendance:

_— I (YES D MA e YES | NJA
_Projac AMaps:  Office OFeld 01 : __ . RiparianFish Managemeni - EMS O
Qeo-techoical 1egods : ¥ anagement - EMS
Contragt ravigwad and ssgred ) : ‘nazefsh_é Purveyor— 48 Hour hotice,
FueliChemicat Managemant- EMS e : Fire Sess®n April  to Oclober 31
Firs Preveniion and Suppiession - EMS Fire Tools asperEis
Tarain Stabily Manzsnement- EMS ; M nie Waler Delivery Sysiern {document in commants belw)
Sail Producihvity - EMS : f.-"’ Firg- Watch Responsiviliies Discussad
*cus,rsiem %ana"e‘:me?’ EMS : E)Trame:x Individuals Sufficignt for Site

Cem:’a 1063 \s,arimg esjacsﬁl © e&ch amar Hc& nsk mc:ecseé due {0 proximity E[ Yas O No
i YES ~ designaie site speciiic Prime Coniractos” through agrsemen, signing belsw.

Prime;

Seconganvis

Pring Nare Sien

PROGRESS. Ea,fre{etanrrﬂmk oy - pOsT-0P O {all iteras tpust ba reviewed] | AUDITOR PROJECT REVIEW [T
e o -‘, Ay

1 i Compliance with Project Plan N 18|22 Simﬁ{rs “derted R

2 | Trall, Road, *_e'ﬁing Daactvation v 17 | 231 Fish Stream Crossing Windows v

5 | RasenealWIE. v 18} 24| Ripanen Management Area Praclices N

4 Lea = Tree Qua Hy v 1% | 251 Slream Crossings, X-Sleaam Yarding Vi

& | Liter and Waste ﬁiﬂd?‘-ﬁg T 201267 Sweam Maintenance Ve .

5 | |andings Renabiliaied’Piles Bumed v ; 21127 Cleerthf'ch Mainienance v

7 | Timber Lidization/Sawog Qually ¢ - ' Terraln Slabiily Managament T Aiiemal o ARSTERD

§ | Twnber Marking {Hammern vy 25 "f‘érmenem Agzess Sluctures

3 | Grass Sesuing ¥ A 281 Tempoeary Acress Sluctures

Load Descn:mon Si g 7 30 xrazi snd Landing Locations

IAHICan:ames
21 1% Ald Altendani on Sf‘e

Cerﬁﬁeﬂ F‘:a Per-on (81 DE)‘
14 | Fire Prevenits: Equigment v
151 Fus Walch and Achrily Resbrisbons ¥ .
'a':‘:s r;*e Ha:am and Risk Rs:s;sm:-ﬁz Comr"eia:‘; g/

{tem commenas Assigned fo! Complete Actian Date Action AR inspeciion
4 1if dzion comassted —refermine aniiily & origing: ingpsalion B by: complefed: Reference
— {Date} {Date}
s M_Aé.d- fﬂfz.,{.} 24 5‘{.{, o en Tl estbl ded bl ~bin fo :
m{fib..ij w% ) s.22 Dtﬁh.«f:}{/t rq':.f 5-2' [N # M’r‘!{'/ % b HE 5'-"?(_'3‘55# “
Ng{r};,ﬁ(; frat  ca el st - 5 !ivlf-n&,l, ke E'?‘w e £/ ot | Breasped P 21 N L
TS T . Mtfs E iagd hees Q{ G’W’ [ 2 '{—2'15{_ {; ﬁsff} E o, Bed rr:’){ Fotan i it

s {._;,q;'_wmi s far gdﬂ_u{} [ \‘pz,?xiqj N .ﬁ{i“f‘ code ‘% Fr ek .

e 322

’ ,L\A&A_a?/;’(tz'cﬂ; * W f/.’_/j;

| Sunsrvisor Sgnature Dale / Fankais § :ngnad;é baiz
Last rovisad on fiavember 17, 2008 Dgte Entered:
Whits ~ Company Supaniscr Ye#gw - Confractor ik - EMS Coordinater
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Kalesnikoff Lumber Co. Lid. - Environmental Management System

HARVEST INSPECTION FORM#  225%

FLA SE1T72 e 23 Block: % _SU: AW | Location; Seloreidin Cou ke
Contractor: E%i»'%f‘&:s?‘{f{f s Foreman: I 5.22 Date: Hew. & [ 2c0

PREWORK 'D freviow prmveork tems) | {0 Attendance:

D YES  MIA

| Proiect Flang & Mens

Cao-technical repons : )i
N3G o rshed E—‘urwyfv—-.ﬂ Hooe highice
Fuz ianjem cat Manageman ~ EM _ L Fire Season ApriiTlo Getober 33
e Provantion sy Seppression - EMS Fire Tools 25 pot Efg—"
Tesrain Stabliily Managament - EMS : ésewﬁzlr Dadivery System (documant i comiments hoiow! :
Soll Productivity - EMS ‘ £ e Walch Ressonsbilides Discussed i
Eiam Manaz;ﬁmenf EMS : ividuals Sufﬁciem for Si!e

4 é—#:ss&s-:;q Seife

Came {_:gquv-asvcr “argaglc ;y: ""W"‘ P\is; 2 Co'\*ra:tas faleetie) 'T'E ,g Ty
Secondaryls): _
: Pani Name Sign

o Vad

PROGRESS m(,{;fa{efzem Hems oy} POST-0P [J saritems musi be reviowad) | | AUDITOR PROJECT REVIEW C}

1 Complance wih Pro {221 Susam P i
2 1 Traf Road, Langing Deactvalion : e 7123 Fign Siream Crossing Wintiows :

3 ! Reserves™NTRs ¥ 151 2 ; Riparian Management Area Praciicss «
4 1 Leave Tree Qualt P 15 : 25 Strearm Ciossings, ¥-Siream Yarding ¥ ,
5 1 Litier and Waste Handiing i 20 | 25 ¢ Stream Maimenance A
2 i_»rsig 1{25 Reﬁabmé df-’l f25 Ea.emazi v teariDitch Ma%f:iename ¥

7 o 3 ‘ 3 S
8 | Timber tlarking iﬁamma@- N4 281 Permanent A*“ss Simurhiree ¥
3| Gwoss Ssading ¥ | 35 | Temporary Acoess Susuires ¥,
i Lnaa Desenntion al'n Rm'-er;v.:n ' ) | angd Lancm Lea:amns v

U i—imdhnm Szmage iacaaalw
Soll Ritsflean-up

Fire weu:zt,,a Equ ;m—a*
151 Fire Walch g Activily Resyichons

152 Fies Hazard and sk Assesamant Dompiated
Tiis saspechnn 6 hasey oo ohigIione sheckey 20d &7 0 way PupERRS ina! ofhar chlgation
AR - Ao Roquinad AC - Acton astes Blank Calegone s .::eme«ﬁ io.-be Mol Inspacted

3 Rt ey

fres Commants ¢ Assignedio: ! Complete Action Date Action AJR Inspection
Fi ¥ Aevion complelad ~rafarence aotivity & criginal mspacian 4] i hy: compieted; Reference#
. : {Data) [ﬁaie}
" ;, - = - - % . 3 e " r | 5
i5 | hour Breedaded e 2 bedd e o/ Ao SHENY | 4 - f
.__{_Rub F I % 4?\5'*% M& gﬁ%:" W%ij f-"" ;;’f? i”'w‘ ! f"t’wurw (‘-“gi}t xfﬂri% . fﬁé . }?:‘l 5%';"’}!, o b
| saed elia cug 12 fellew i : : ' :
é’?m 1{« AR - VTR VG - : : ;
s.22 —_
o Pl R
) él«x;% e m{! 5:1:}
Suparase Toimiure LT Cenfsantor Sigralure Date
Oate EniGres
White - Gompeny Supsviste Yedow - Son Fink - EMS Coordinaler
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Kalesnikoff Lumber Co. Lid. — Environmental Management System

HARVEST INSPECTION FORM# 2201

LA 372 e 2R3 Block: & Lsur AW | Location: Sebyroeden
Contractor: | ek o bt \wste oy oo | Foreman: | 522 Date: _ Feeyact” (T, Aee9

PREWORK [ e powoskioms)_| In Attendancd:

| YES WA

LYES . NA G

¥ BIEMIBTL ~ :
Fimeried Purveyty - 48 How Nolice "
hit
Fire Spasol} Aprit 1 o Gotober 31

ton and Sepression-EMS - © ] Fae Toos 55 paLk
Terran Slabiity Menagement - EMS : : : cgga.a-"f:&‘“ Delivery Sysiem {documsnt in comments below)
ol Prodecivity - EMS e Walch Rezponsiniiies Discissed
agemsrs - EMS .}f ? .zafi mdw,dua;s Suzﬂ am far S#e

szrab tors warmg adjacem tf:: e.ach aiherw H-c.s sk mcreased due 10 progyimity [ Yes El No
T YES - designate site spatHic Prime Contracter’ threugh agreemant, signing below,

’\ar;:,:-.‘cf?rcjaci sent: "y?SBC C&_

¥rni fams g
POST OP B (ot stems rust be mvievends AUDITOR PROJECT REVIEW (]

PROGRESS [ sewvant sms o
o

t aiiante with Projedt Plan ) V L Sueams {;emmed :
2 | Trail Road, Landing Deactivalion o 17 ¢ 83 Fish Steam Crossing Windows i
3 | ReservasiWTPy v, 181 24| Ripsnan Management Area Practices v
4 | Leave Tree Qually 4 181257 Sheam Urossings, X-Stream Yarding v
5 1 Litter and Waste Handling ¢ . 221261 Sirzam Mainlenance v
& | Landinos RehabidatedPles Bume 7 3127 Cwe'tfi}ﬂch Mainienznce v
7 1 Tiniser Utizaton/Sawiog Dualy v EEE At SEabl iy Makageih TSae
8 1 Thmbar Marking (Hamman .fi 28 Pa"nasfe,h{ Access Shuchires .
e | Gmss Saad;r&a ] 2% | Tempotary Aconst Sluctuies v,
; Landing Ln alons L

i

All Categoaes
1F Rid é\iteﬁaanwn ’“llt.:

1 RAN 1 BYN

13§ Ced mesi Firn Pnrsan %C.s) 33 LEhirbance )
14 | Fire Prevention Enuipment 3 | tanding Size and Localion e
15 ¢ Fue Walch and Activity Restetions 351 Agverss Wealher Shuldown

1ha} Fie Harsed and Risk Assessm *‘-nl Completed ‘

)

g.

sed on nivionions cfcked sod in
o BA - Acynn Uompleted: Blank Camgody

X

Q
Comments { Assigned fo: Complete Action Date Action AR Inspaction
# : ~afdeRnng GG L engmal messton 7 by completed: Refarences
; § {Date} {Date}
3. Al Dueiteedien L Bt Seerts 0
& A gmﬂt\ﬂ\-ﬂ#} ] L Rl DL - B 3 &e ,

h&awh‘frt’ Lvex-}n By Y gt &-’{& L T = A ?iﬂi{& L Kedl ekl Cee §orhe it
fi{st“zzz el ;»g':..i, z~§4€3—~ e wa‘{ v : 4

l
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oA . ! N - | /g?ff@‘ 25’@

L'aa:!o:égma;c:e Dzt

Jata Enteead
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CP 23 Block 8 - Sita Plan Amendment #2

The prescripiion for CP 23 Black B was originally siated for both conventicnal and cable harvesting systems. Prior lo operalions
sommencing on this permit, the company reassessed the harvesting methods prescribed and determined that the harvest
systems were noi entirsly conducive to the equipment complemant available io the company. Significant portions of SU A were
deemed foo steeg te log safely with conventional equipment. Coaversely, significant portiens of SU B wers deemed fo be
beyond the capabiiiies of cable yarding due to the complex, broken terrain of the unit. As a result, harvest systems were
transposed behween the two units as described in the folfowing 1ables and map.

B.  AREA SUMMARY

AREA OF NO PLANNED REFORESTATION {ha) (NPR}

PERMANENT [ ROCK | WATER | SWAMP | OTHER | NC»>dha | RESERVESWATHNO | IMMATURE OTHER {specify} TOTAL NFR
ACCESS NP HCODIFICATICNS: AREA
24 20 a0 0.0 0o 00 30 00 0.0 114
NET AREA TO BE REFQRESTED INCLUDING RESERVES WITH MODIFICATIONS (ha)
SU SUAREA DESCRIPTION NET AREA TO BE
REFCRESTED
Al Craventional harvesting as per ariginal prescnpton. 2.0
A2 Amesnded to cablo harvest systems from convén%iena!. 6.6
51 Cable harvesting as per original prescrplion, 4.1 :
B2 Amended to Conventicnal harvest systems from cable. 47
o TOTAL NET AREA TO BE REFORESTED: 224 ]
TOTAL AREA UNDER PRESCRIPTION: 138

F.2 SOIL DISTURBANCE LIMITS

sU

RAXIMUM ALLOWABLE SOIL DISTURBANCE WITHIN THE NET AREA TO)

REFOREST (%) EXCEEDED TO CONSTRUCT TEMPORARY ACCESS STRUCTURES (%)
5% 0%
% ¥4
s.22
I Juve 19 2006
Date

MAXIMUM EXTENT SCIL DISTURBANCE LIMITS MAY BE TEMPORARILY
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CFP 23 Bilock 8
Schrogeder Creek

1:5,000

Legend

D Forest Development Unit (FDU)
—-~—- Streams and Lakes

Lakes and Rivers
e Roag Permit

Non-Status or Not Classified
mmeen. FOrest Service Road
e |- WY

e K| G REa0 Permi

wemsemee (Othier Road

e Ofhar Licenee - Road Permit

| Free Growing

TRiM2 K05
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. - -
SILVICULTURE PRESCRIPTION
KALESNIKOFF LUMBER COMPANY LTD.

A. TENURE IDENTIFICATION

LICENSE NO.: CUTTING PERMIT: BLOCK NO: LICENSEE NAME:
FL A30172 23 8 Kalesnikoff Lumber Ca.
AREA UNDER TENURE {ha} MAPSHEETFOPENING NUMBER: LOCATION:

39.8 82K006-  AG Schroeder Creek

UTM: LATITUDEALONGITUCE: ELEVATION RANGE {m}
$00123E, 5545960N 50° 03* 50 7 117° 00" 00" £720-1980

THE PROCEDURES OF THE OPERATIONAL PLANNING REGULATION HAVE BEEN FOLLOWED FOR ANY ASSESSMENTS REQUIRED FOR PROVIDING
BEC AND SOIL DISTURBANCE INFORMATION REFERRED TQ IN THE OPR SECTION 39(3)a).

B. AREA SUMMARY

AREA OF NO PLANNED REFORESTATION {ha} (NPR}

PERMAMNENT ROCK WATER | SWAMP | OTHER NC>dha RESERVES WITH IMMATURE OTHER {specify) TOTAL
ACCESS NP NO MODIFICATIONS: NPR AREA
24 Q [} 0 ) 9 89 [} Q 1.3
NET AREA TO BE REFORESTED INCLUDING RESERVES WITH MODIFICATIONS (ha)
SuU SU AREA DESCRIPTION MET AREA TO BE
REFORESTED:
A ESSF wcd 0dg 012; The harvest method for this SU will ba conventional. Submesic to mesic site. Loam ta SiL soils with 10.5
a medium nulrienl regime. Soil coarse fragment content In the top 30¢m ranges from 25-80%. Aspect is SE-5-SW. Stopes
average 35% and range between 15 and 64%. Terrain is conlinuous with longfuniform slopes.
01 sdes are noled by tha presence of cak farn. 04 sites lack cak fern
B ESSF wcd 04: The harvest method for this SU will ba cable. Submesic 1o mesic sile. Loam soils with a medium nutrisnt 138
tegime. Soil coarsa fragment content in the top 30cm is 65%. Aspectis SE-S5-SW. Slopes average 45% and range betwean
25 and 67%. Terrain is continuouys with fenglunilomm siopes,
c ESSF wcd 01: The harvest method for this SU will ba cable. Mesic site. fSL 10 SiL soxs with 2 medium nuirient ragime 4.2
Sod coarse fragment content in tha top 30cm ranges from 10-20%. Aspectis SE. Slopes average 45% and range batween
35 and 60%. Terrain is centinuous with lang/uniform slopes.
TOTAL NET AREA TO BE REFORESTED: 28.5
TOTAL AREA UNDER PRESCRIPTION: 39.8

C. CBJECTIVES

C.1 MAMAGEMENT OBJECTIVES

MANAGEMENT QBJECTIVES STATED IN THE FOP OR HLP({s)

. 2000 10 2004 Forest Development Plan: This unit is consislent with the Forzst Development Plan.
. Kootenay Boundary Land Use Plan - Implamentation Strateay {June 1997 This biock is located within Resourca Management Zone K-I05 (Schioeder Creek —

integrated Resource Management Zone}and within the designated Landscape Unit K26 {(McKian-Schroeder) — Intermediate BEO Assignment.

. Harvest these mature siands of Se Bl for sawlogs and chips and manage for healthy, free growing stands of Se Bl for the production of sawdogs and residual
chip by-products.

FS 39C June 2, 1948
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C.2 CONDITIONS THAT MUST EXIST AFTER HARVEST OR TREATMENT TO ACCOMMODATE KNOWN FOREST RESOQURCES

C.2a WILDLIFE

This cutling permil consists of medium !0 jamge sized cutblocks that aliempt to mimic the natural disturbance regime of this area.

Resourca Manaqgemant Zona K-35 (Schroeder Creek}: Landscape objectives that apply Lo the generat area of this prescription include:
. Mainlaining the abundance of mule deer, while-lalied desr, efk and maunlain goals within the suslainable carrying capacity of their habilat In particular, this
invalves mainlaining prigrity summer habilai wihin upper elevation areas.
. Maintaining sufficient seasonal habilal to retain Ihe exdisling grizzly baar popuiations.
Landscape Unit - K26 {McKian-Schroeder}; Rationala for Intermediale BEO Assigniment includes support zone lor prolected area, unguidte winler range, cenneclivity
values, okf growih values, kew to high density gnizzly bear habitat, high fisheries values and spawning habilats, and riparian values.

The Ministry of Envirgnment - Wildlife Distribulion Mapping identifles the general area as supporting populatons af plentiful grizzly bear, maderatae to plentiful black
bear; moderate black-tailed daer; few to moderate elk, white-tailed dees, cougar; and few mountain goat, caribou and moosa,

. No ungulate sign was noled in the biock. Few signs of bear scal were noted.
. Signs of woodpacker, whiskeylack, sapsucker, grouse, and squirref wera nated in the general area. A smatt owl was seen in an adjacent block directly to the
south.

. See Section G.1 for Leave Trees.
. Snag remaoval will not apply to standing snags <5 metres in height and >25zm dbh, in order to protect habital far cavity nesters unless Lhe snags are deemed
dangenous lo forestry workers or are an impediment 16 harvesting operations.

L] The tlock conlains 9.0 ha of area {including 0.1 ha of road) in permanent and femporary reserves. Permanent resarves (2.2 ha) consisl of slands batween the
black and Schroeder Creek, The riparian resefva zane adjacent to Schroader Creek is included in Lhis reserve. Temporary reserves (6.8 ha) consist of stands
adjacent Lo stream S6-6 {west skje of block), 56-4 {east side of block), and a NC stream on Lhe east side. Permanent and temporary reserves generalty
contain mature stands of Sa Bl that are similar to those in the harvest area. The lemporary reserve adjacent to the NC stream 2150 containg open, uneven-
aged stands of Se 81, Mosl mature Se and 8i have >60% live crown ratio, and Jong, namow crowns. Stems within reserves are mainly class 1 and 2 wildide
trees, with lower numbers af stams from other classes, Snaqgs range from 1 o 30m tall,

C.2b SENSITIVE AREAS

There are no Sensitve Areas adiacent lo this bock.

C.2c FISHERIES

. Na fish habilat occurs within the harvest unit boundaries.

* Schroeder Creek (52} is a fish baaring siream tha is 30-50m downslope from the soulhwest harvest boundary. No negative impacls are anticipated due ta the
reserve zone between tha block and the stream, the reserves adlacent to streams 558-4 and 56-6. and low impacts expected {rom cable harvesting in SUs C
and D.

. Sea Section E. 1 for discussion of non-fish bearnirg streams.

C.2d WATERSHEDS

This unif is not within a community watershed. Schroeder Creek is a class 3 domeslic walershed with 2 licensed users. See Section F.2 for tertain stability repornt
recommendations.

C.2a RECREATION

The Ministry of Forests - Recrealion Resource invenlory identifies the lollowing recreational activities: mountaineering, climbing, hiking. {Recreation polygon 13010
from mapsheet B2K006)

Kay featurafs}; L6 — avalanche tracks, Lalus, scree; EJ - coniferous forast
Feature significance: C - Moderale
Management class: 1 - Sensitive

Recrealion coportunities spectrum: 2 — Semi-primitive, non-matorized
Acti noed [0 meet recreation obiectivas

. Normal forest management practices are nol expected {o adversely impact recreation valves, No aclions planned.

C.2f BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY

Landscape Unit — K26 {McKian-Schroeder] — Intermediate BEC Asslgnmenl. Wildlife trea patch retention is approximately 22.4%. Refer lo Section C,2a (Wildlife)
for specific measures to address biodiversity.

C.2g ViSUAL RESOURCE MANAGEMENT

A VISUAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT HAS BEEN COMPLETED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PROCEDURES OF THE OPERAT/ONAL PLANNING REGULATION
AND THE PRESCRIPTION IS CONSISTENT WITH THE RESULTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE ASSESSMENT. Not Applicabla.

A VLA is nol required.
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C.2h CULTURAL HERITAGE

HNo cullurat heritage values were noled.

C.2i RANGE

Nao range values.

C.2j OTHER RESOURCES

Any Urapping o guiding license holders will be notified via the forest development plan process.

Windihiow: Moderate windthrow hazard expected. Predominant winds expected frem Ihe northwest and south. The block is partially sheitered {rom winds at the
headwalls of Lhe drainage. The south boundary of Lhe block is adjacent to a propased clearad bock. Terain cutside the souttwest and easl boundaries drops away
from tha block, providing some shelter from winds. The north harvest boundary Is adjacent {o open stands of Bi Sa (P1), with mature stems becoming smaller in size
as they appioach alpine area. Favourable factors include well-drained soils in mast af the unit, low to moderate stand densities, and long namow crowns for Se BI.

Feathenng - East boundary - Subunit B1: See Section G. 1 for Leave Trees within subunit B1.

C.2% CONDITIONS NOT APPLICABLE TO THiS PRESCRIPTION

THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS WERE CONSIDERED. AND FOUND NOT TO BE APPLICABLE TO THIS PRESCRIPTION:

None idanlified,

D. ECOLOGICAL INFORMATION AND SITE CHARACTERISTICS

D.3 ECOLOGY AND CRITICAL SITE CONDITIONS

BIOGECCLIMATIC
su SUB-UNIT 2ZONE SUBZONE VARIANT & PHASE SITE SERIES SITE TYPE
. ESSF we q 04g 012 -
- ESSF we 4 04 -
81 - 20m feathering
ona {see map)
c . ESSF we P 01 .
su TRITICAL SITE CONDITIONS THAT AFFECT THE TIMING OF OPERATIONS AND HOW THEY AFFECT THE TIMING

A . Conventional harves)

. Wintet harvasting on 3 minimum 50cm comprassible snowpack would be eptimal due to a high compaction hazard. Winter harvast may not be
an oplion due to high snow levels and access ta the block from the Highway. H winter harvesting, an avaianche safety and management and
control program will ba implemented.

. Another option is to harves! when candilions are dry, with low ground pressure equipment and a designated skid trail system.

BC »  Cable harvest

ABC . See Section F.2 for terrain stability, stream channel and avalanche repor references.

. See Section G. 1 for leave tree specifications.

. Avoid harvasling during spring break-up lo reduce sedimenlation risk,

B Summaer planting hatilfi slock is recommended in order Lo avoid cold sails and residual snow In the spring.
. Any pite buming shoukd be conductied in the spring or fall.

E. MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES

E.1 RIPARIAN MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES

RIPARIAN RESERVE ZONE

RIPARIAN/ RIPARIAN/ HARVESTING sy DESCRIPTION OF THE PURPOSE AND EXTENT OF REMOVAL OR MODIFICATION OF TREES
LAKE 1.D. LAKE YN XREF AND ANY RELATED FOREST PRACTICES IN RIPARIAN RESERVE ZONE(S)
CLASS
Schvoeder 52 N - The 30m RRZ for Schroeder Creek is completely outside tha harvest boundary. The RRZ is wathin a
Creek permanent reseive. No aclions are required.
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RIPARIAN MANAGEMENT ZONE
RIPARIANS HARVESTING Su MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES FOR RIPARIAN OR LAKESHORE MANAGEMENT AREAS INCLUDING
LAKE LD YiN XREF PROTECTING STREAM BANKS (if there 15 no RRZ), MAINTAINING SHAQE, AND DEBRIS MANAGEMENT. IF
FELLING ANDJOR YARDING ACROSS STREAMS, INCLUDE EITHER THE RESIDUAL BASAL AREA OR QENSITY
FOR RMZ {S}AND LMZ (S).
§2- Y A The majority of the 20m RMZ for Schioeder Creek falls within the parmanant reserve, outside the harvest area. Smail
Schroeder portions of Lhe RMZ fall within the Farvest area. Portions of the 20m RMZ (hat fall within tha harvest area will be
Creek harvested as per the silvicullure system for SU A, See below for addilional management siralegies
S6-1 Y A This stream begins in the mikidle lower side of the biock and is a tnbwtary of Scheoeder Creek. The 20m RMZ for this

stream widl be harvested as per SUA. See befow for additionat management strategies.

S6-§ Y AC Stream S$6-8 flaws inside a temporary reserve on the west sida of tha block, and is a tributary of Schroeder Creek. The
majerity of the 20m RMZ area is within the lemporary reserve and will not be harvested. Porions of the 20m RMZ for
Ihis stream that fafl wathén Lhe harvest area will be harvesled as per SUs A and C. See balow for additional
management strategies.

564 Y ) Slream S6-4 fiows outside ihe eas| harvest boundary, adjacent lo he temporary reserve, and is a tribuiary of Schroeder
Creek. The majorily of the 20m RMZ area for this siream is wilhin the temparary reserve and will not be harvested.
Porlions of the 20m RMZ for Lhis sieam that fall within the harvest area will be harvested as per SU B. See below for
additional managerment strategies.

NC N - This non-classified siream flows inside a temporary rasarve on tha east sida of tha block. [t doas not meat the critena
{o be tiassified as a siream due to intermittent fiow, no dafinable gravel bed, and a discontinuous channal. The area
direclly adjacent to this siream will not be harvested. See below for additional management strategies.

A RIPARIAN ASSESSMENT HAS BEEN COMPLETED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PROCEDURES OF THE OPERATIONAL PLANNING REGULATION AND
THE PRESCRIPTION IS CONSISTENT WITH THE RESULTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE ASSESSMENT.

FALLING:
. Fafl Umber away from {or parallel 10) streams 10 the éxient possibla.

YARTHNGI/SKIDDING:
. Yardiskid timber away from {or parallel o) sireams 1o the extent possiie.

DEBRIS MANAGEMENT:
. Remove slash and debris inadveriently deposited in straams at the time of harvest, unless debris does not obstruct siream flow or its removal would causa
greater damage lo the stream

STREAMBANK PROTECTION:
. SU A: Stream S6- has only 3 short reach willun this uniL  Fallskid timber away from thus stream.
. Other sireams are locatad wilhin reserves, which will ensure the protection of sireambanks.

RESIDUAL PROTECTION STRATEGY:
. Where harvesling occurs across siream channels, retain coniferous saplings and regen, shrubs and herbaceous vegalation within 5m of stream channels to the
extenl possible.

E.2 GULLY MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES (COAST)

MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES WITH RESPECT T0: DEBRIS MANAGEMENT, PROTECTING GULLY BANKS, MINIMIZING UNDERSTOREY DAMAGE,
SEDIMENT AND DEBRIS TRANSPORT POTENTIAL. AND FELLING AND YARDING ACROSS GULLIES. Mot Applicable.

A GULLY ASSESSMENT HAS BEEN COMPLETED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PROCEDURES OF THE OFPERATIONAL PLANNING REGULATION: AND
THE PRESCRIPTION IS CONSISTENT WITH THE RESULTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE ASSESSMENT. Not Applicable.
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E.3 FOREST HEALTH MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES

MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES TO REDUCE FOREST HEALTH RISKS

. See balow for Armillaria forast heabih nsk.
. Minor Bl bark beelle damage noted on dispersed mature Bl. Red/grey attack estimated at <10% of Bl stems,

. Spruce beelle: High expected relaliva past occurrence for Sx in tha ESSF. Spruca is expecied to form up to 108% of tha ptantabon, Planting Sx in a mixtura
wilh Bl, ot managing for a companent of Bf naturals, will reduce tha future hazard,

N Y¥hite gine {spruce) weevil: Low expectad relalive pest occwrence for Sxinthe ESSF. Sxis expected 10 form up to 100% of the plantalion. Planting Sxin a
muntura with Bl, or managing for a component of Bl naturals, will reduce the future hazard.
. Mounlgin ping beglls: High axpected relative pest cecurence for Pl in Lhe ESSF. Plis an acceplable species and is rot expected lo be planted. Sx 15 expected

to form up to 100% of the plantation.  Mature size. ‘wolfy’ Pl stems weze noled along tha top boundary.

. Snow press/creep: On steep slopes. pland rees on the uphiit o downhill side of stumps to prevent snow damage. Plant rees adjacent o thermal masses (e.g.:
coarse woody debnis. stumps) and on raised microsites wherever passible 1o allow seedlings to benefit from early spring thaw and waming. Plantation
eslablishment in this cold envirornent precludes the nommal practice of planting away from stumps and roots to fimil the spread of roo! disease.

. Ungulate browse potential appears 1o be low, based on low evidence of unguiate use in the area.
. 10-50% top damage noled u the form of broken tops and muitiple leaders. ikely due 1o wind/snow damage.

ARMILLARIA ROOT DISEASE ~ RISK ASSESSMENT MATRIX

RISK FAGTORS POINTS | RELATIVE SuU COMMENTS
RISK
f&:! tactors +  Ma sign of Armillaria was noted in the stand.
Inoculum potential s+ Stumping and pushoves harvasting ireatments are not wamranted for this tock due to
Disease factor s.15 tha low relative nsk ralings and unfavcurable soil hazard ratings.
Total Poinls s The use of Alternative Treatments is imited by species rastriclions in the ESSF wcd

subrone, Prefered species are limited to Se and BI, which is suitable for the high
elevalion of this block. Thevefare, up 10 100% Se may be planted In this block.

»  Handpulling andior pop-up spacng should be considered in the future if Armillana is
faund in the sland. Areas wilh moderate to high siope values and unfavourable soil
hazard ralings may b2 limiling factors {or pop-up spacing,

A FOREST HEALTH/IPEST iNGIDENCE ASSESSMENT HAS BEEN COMPLETED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PROCEDURES OF THE OPERATIONAL
PLANNING REGULATION AND THE PRESCRIPTION 1S CONSISTENT WiITH THE RESULTS ANO RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE ASSESSMENT.

E.4 COARSE WCODY DEBRIS MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES

MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES TO ACCOMMODATE CWD OBJECTIVES. INCLUDING VOLUME AND RANGE OF PIECE SIZES. IF ANY:

CWD lavels are adequate throughout the block with estimated cover of 5-10%. Flece size range is 20-70 cm in diameter. Species include Bl Se. Pieces are mainfy
older stems that ara losing bark. with few branches inlact.

Maintain medium and coarse woody debsis 1o help create surface roughness and provide for snow fetention characterislics, reduce snow ghde, pravide erosion
protectien and protect seedlings. Where poasible leave CWD across lhe slope toimpede snow creep and glide and 1o assist in reforestation, Place medium woody
debdns and large woody debris across cable cornidois especially whera lang gouges or inear indentations ocour.

Post-narvasting coarse woody debns lavels ase expecied (o equal of excaed the cuent conditbons. Curenty, largets for coarse woody debris retention have not
baen dafined for the Kootenay Lake Forest District. MHowever. stand conditions should atiow for a minimum volume ratention of 5 m3mha of exisling downed lrees and
post-harvest slash and non-merchantable stems. Piece sizes should range between 10cm at tha buit {logging slash) to 60 cm in diameter at tha butt for exisling
dead and down rmaterial,

E.5 MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES FOR ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES

AN ARCHAEOLOGICAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT HAS BEEN COMPLETED iN ACCORDANCE WiTH THE PROCEDURES OF THE OPERATIONAL PLANNING
REGULATION AND THE PRESCRIPTION IS CONSISTENT WITH THE RESULTS AND RECOMMENOATIONS OF THE ASSESSMENT.

An Archaeologicai Overview Assessment (AQA) has been completed for the Schroeder Creek area. The report is daled January 17, 2000 and was compleled by
Kitenar West Hentage Consuitng Lid_ of Trad. BC. The report was a re-evaluaticn of the archaeclogical site potential of proposed foresiry developments for
Kaleanxoff Lumber Lid.

Resulis of the ADA indicate that an Archaeckogical impact Assessment will not be required.

E.6 VEGETATION MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES

LIVESTOCK TO BE USED FOR VEGETATION MANAGEMENT: YES: [0 NG [X]
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F. SOIL CONSERVATION

F.1 HARVESTING METHOD

SU A: Conventional harves!
SuU B C: Cable harvest

HARVESTING/ MECHANICAL SITE PREPARATION CONSTRAINTS ( SEASON, ...}

. Guyline and Lailthold suppart rees may be required in areas culside the present boundary, These areas will not exceed 0.1 ha and will be included in the NAR.
. Sea Section D.1 for ECOLOGY AND CRITICAL SITE CONDITIONS.

F.2 SITE DISTURBANCE

HAZARD RATINGS SOIL CHARACTERISTICS
(i fogging methods other than cable or senal are proposed) {if temparary access struciures are proposed)
DEPTH TO TYPE OF SEDIMENT DELIVERY
L COMPACTION RFACE SOHLER UNFAVORABLE UNFAVORABLE R
sy S0ILCO! LD SURFA OSION SO DISPLACEMENT SUBSOIL (cm) SUBSOIL
KM Cm) MAX{cm}

A H H {28} H{22) 13 18 18cm - Fragmental, High
qgravels

B H VH {35} H {20} 58 58 No unfavourable Low

3ubsoil 1o 58cm

Cc H VH {36} VH [28) 28 47 26em - Fragmental, Low

gravels
47em - root restrict
layer due to high CF%

SLOPE INSTABILITY INDICATORS: Sicpes > 80% In SUs B, C. Pisto! bult stems.

A TERRAIN STABILITY FIELD ASSESSMENT HAS BEEN COMPLETED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PROCEDURES OF THE OPERATIONAL PLANNING
REGULATION AND THE PRESCRIPTION 1S CONSISTENT WITH THE RESULTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE ASSESSMENT.

1} Tha terrain stability repon is lited "DETAILED TERRAIN STABILITY FIELD ASSESSMENTS — CUTTING PERMIT 23 - BLOCKS 1.4, 3,7 AND B ~
SCHROEDER CREEK AREA ~ NORTH ARM OF KODTENAY LAKE", and is dated Apel 2000. The report was prapared by W.H. Wells, PAg, of Kaslo 8C.

The repodt concludes that “the main concem about logging hera is the potental for impacis on the flow regime and timing of Nonh Fork from reduced forest cover
here in addition Lo the remaval of forest in Biock 7, downslopa, Tha plans for the areas (o be cable harvested ara generally appropriate for the prolection of values in
thosa areas. Tha areas 1o be ground shidded need !o be looked at to ensure that wet siles are identified and protected. Random skidding is not appropelate. H was
noted that Landing 9 would be batter located if it wara naot in a gully {note: this larding does nol appear on the prefiminary road design, and larding 8 in the foad
design is not located the same as on the block map provided),

The follkewing block management recommendations wili ba adhered to: H
. Mave landing #9 owt of the gully. {This will be recanciled with road dasign.)
. Review conventional ground skid realment unéls to enswe protection of wet sifes. Lay ouw! skid trails.

. A ganeral recommendation for the compietion of the culling permil is to conduct an assessment of the mainsiream of the channel to obiain better information
about #s charactenistics and probable response 1o Mghear peak fows resulling from changes Lo surface drain following logging. Reccnnaissance assessmenls
of the middie and upper mainstream ¢reek and of the Nonh Fork channels were raponad in Welis and Daschenes 2000. information from a detafled
assessment baverse from tha lake shore o about 1300 meters in the lower mainstraam creek was collecled lale in 1999, The resulis of this dalailed
assessment traverse were included in a draft sddenduim dated 121972000 by W.H. Weils Consutting, Tha conlenis of ths prescriplion comply with the draft
addendum and all recommendations will ba adhered to.

2} A drafi Avalanche Risk Asssssment for CP 23 was completed by William H. Wells consulting, dated 1111572000, The recommendations cutlined in this report will
be adhared lo.
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F.2 SOIL DISTURBANCE LIMITS

MAXIMUM PROPORTION OF TOTAL AREA UNDER THE PRESCRIPTION ALLOWED FOR PERMANENT ACCESS: 6.0 *“%.
Tolal road: 1.8 ha. Road width usad is 16m. Half road width was used lo calculate NP for Ihe road dividing blocks 7 and 8.

s 450m lenglh by 18m width = 0.7 hay: 1375m length x Smwidth = 1,1 ha

Total tandings: 0.6 ha

. J@0.10ha=0.3ha: 2@ 0.45ha=0.3ha

Roadside harvesting may be underiaken as an allernaliva to, or in conjunclion with, consiructing fixed landing sites.

Any roadside harvesting operations will nat cause soil dislubance of greatar than 25% of the area that is both within the net area o be reforested and used to cary
ouil those activities, as per Section 18 of the Timber Harvesting Practicas Regulation.

5U | MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE SOIL DISTURBANCE WITHIN THE NET AREA MAXIMUM EXTENT SOIL DISTURBANCE LIMITS MAY BE
TO REFOREST (%) TEMPORARALY EXCEEDED TO CONSTRUCT TEMPORARY ACCESS
STRUCTURES (%}
A 5 3
BC 5 0

F.3 REHABILITATIDN TIME FOR TEMPORARY ACCESS STRUCTURES

REHABILITATHON MEASURES: EXCAVATED OR BLADED TRAILS WITH SiDECUTS >30 CM WILL BE REHABILITATED TO THE STANDARDS REQUIRED
UNDER SECTION 14 OF THE TIMBER HARVESTING PRACTICES REGULATION. ALSD, ANY TEMPORARY ACCESS STRUCTURES THAT HAVE BEEN
REHABILITATED WILL NOT “COUNT™ TOWARDS DISTURBANCE AS MEASURED DURING A POST REHABILITATION SOIL DISTURBANCE SURVEY.
MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE TIME TO COMPLETE REHAB (MEASURED FROM COMPLETION OF HARVEST): 1 YEAR.

F.4 MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES FOR TEMPORARY ACCESS STRUCTURES

THIS PRESCRIPTION IS NCT {N CONFLICT WITH THE PROHIBITION, UNDER SECTION 7 {4), B (3), AND 8 {1} OF THE TIMBER HARVESTING PRACTICES
REGULATION, AGAINST CONSTRUCTING BLADED OR EXCAVATED TRAILS. Mot applicable

MAX AVERAGE
Su GENERAL LOCATION {ALSO REFER TO ?_‘UE'%";?%LFE gﬁﬁm{% EQUIPMENT TO BE USED {IF OTHER THAN
MAP}: . EXCAVATOR)
CUTBANKS (mi {m)
A Designated trails o be evenly dispersed through 0.4 0.3
unils. Trads have been marked in the field but
not raversed.

BC No bladed or excavaied trails are proposed. - -

Max rail width = 4m
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G. SILVICULTURAL SYSTEMS

G.1 SILVICULTURAL SYSTEMS

suU SYSTEM
AB Clearcut with resarves.

[
Su COMMENTS

AB i STANDSTRUCTURE i . Post-harvest stand structure is astimated to be an even-aged stand of planted and natural Se Bl {P}), with leava trees as
c AND SITE described below.

CONDITION
AB LEAVE TREE . Leaye Treas: Ralain a minimum 3% of Layer 1 (>12.4 cm dbh) treas in areas oulsida subunit BT (see cruise compilatian for
c SPECIES AND \otat number of slams/a). Select stems Lhat pose a low windthwow nisk, such as intermediate class slems, codominant
FUNCTIONS slems of vetarans. Leave rees should otherwise be heallhy and well-roated. All specles are acceptable. Leave trees may

be laft as single trees or in groups and will be targeted 1o the foliowing sites; directly below rock bluffs, on slopes >80%, and
on significant convex siope breaks. Where leave trees are in groups relain undersiory and non-merchantabla lrees to assist
in maximizing the surface roughness in potential avalancha start zones. Leave trees will also add stand structure values
and provide for insect feading, perching and nasting values.

. Feathenng — East boundary - Subunit BY:; Retain a minmum 50% of Layer 1 (>12.4 cm dbh] lrees within 20m of he east
boundary (sub-unit B1, see map) 1o act as a buffer for winds and for avalanche control. This buffer will help support trees
outside Lhe harvest boundary and wilhin the 1amporary reserve adlacent 10 slream S6-4. Select stems Lhat pose a low
windthwow risk, such as inlermediate class slems, cagominant stems or velerans. Leave trees should oltherwise be healthy
and weil-ropted. All spacies are accaplabla. Retained stems should be as uniformly spaced from one another as possible
within lha 20m zone, with tha exceplion that higher concentralions of leave trees shoukd be lefl directly below rock biuffs, on
slopes »80%, and on convex skapes. Retain understory and non-merchantable rees to assist in maximezing the swiface
reughness for avatanche conlrol. Whete possible on stopes >80% retain high stumps {up to 1.5m), Leave reas wil also
add sland structwe values and provide for insect feeding. parching and nesting values.

* Snag removai wilt not apply to slanding snags <5 metras in height and >25cm dbh, in order ta protect habitat for cavily
nesters unless the snags are deemed dangerous (o foresiry workars or are an impedimeni o harvesting operations.
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H. SILVICULTURE PLAN

H.t SITE PREPARATION

s5U METHOD
AB Oplians:
[+

N Na side prep freatment. Plant as is.

may be left unbumed 1o conlribula 10 wildi{a habitat and coarse woody debiis values.
. Broadcast buming sheuid be avoided to maintain surface roughness and 10 3ssist with sngw retentian.

. Pike and burm roadside and landing slash accumulations. Ensyre that bum pites are a safe distance away from standing imber. Up 1o 20% of piles

H.2 REFORESTATION

SuU METHOD PLANNED SPECIES PLANNED STOCK TYPE ESTIMATE DENSITY
AB Plant Se B 1+0 PSD 4158 (up to 80%} 1400
< 140 PSB 4100412 {up 16 100%}
SPECIAL CONSIDERATIONS

. Target high spots for planting In weler areas.
. See Section E.3 for measures 1o minimize Sniw creepipress.

H.3 BRUSHING {HAZARD, SPECIES, METHODS}

Future Brush Hazard Potentials:

SU A High. Curent vegelalion cover Is high due to patchy 10 cantinuous rhodedendron and huckieberry cover.
SU B; High, Current vegetation cover is moderate 1o high dua 10 patchy to continuous rhodogendron cover.

SU C: High. Current vegetalion caver is moderata g high due to patchy ta continueus hodadendron caver,

Spacies Complax:
8U) A; Rhododendron, huckleberry, foamfiower {oak fem).

Sy B: Rhododendrcn, huckleberry, foamfiowar
SU C: Rhododendron, oak femn, hucklaberry, foamfower.

Beushing Mathods: Shoutd brushing be necessary, Lhen mamyual trealmeants are tha prefermed mathids.

tha time of brush assessment.

Anticipated Timing/Constraints: Treatment needs will be assessed through periedic walktiveughs and sitvicullure surveys. Treatment timing will be prescribed at
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[LICENSE NO: AX72 Teuca . JEA T GPENING NUMEER: T PAGE: 1007 11 | DATE 152500 )

. STOCKING REQUIREMENTS

L1 ASSESSMENT DATES

sU REGENERATION DATE (YEARS) FREE GROWING ASSESSMENT PERIQD (years)
EARLY LATE
ABC 4 12 20
1.2 STOCKING REQUIREMENTS FOR SILVICULTURAL SYSTEMS OTHER THAN SINGLE TREE SELECTION
sU PREFERRED SPECIES ACCEFTABLE SPECIES i foan-deil X CONFEROUS
SPECIES MINIMUM HEIGHT {m) SPECIES MANIMUM HEIGHT ¢mj MIN MAX {stamaha}
AB Se il 0.8 P 16 700 1800 10,000
sy WELL SPACED TREESMHa ”'”‘“‘";';QET”N‘NG ?ﬁgﬁﬂuﬂm :glgHoTu:E‘TL‘I‘YTg:
TARGETPREF | MINIMIM PREF MM PREF MIN HORLZ BA {mima) OENSITY {% OR em)
3 ACC aAcC DISTANCE {5PH)
ABC 1200 700 600 20 - - - 125
Commanis:

1 8t is a prefermed species on ESSF wed 04 sites because it was present in the existing stand and Is axpecied to perform well on this site.

. The licensea will monitor the sland for montality due Lo root disease. if the mortality due to root disease results in the non-achievement ¢f a free growing crop,
then Lhe free-growing slandards may be revised provided all approved operatons intended (o abata tha risk of root disease impact have baen fully
implemented.

. This unit may be declared fres growing as earty as § growing seasons following plantation estabfistynent in the ICH, and 8 growing seasons in the ESSF,
pravided that Ihe established plantation meels all other free o grow requiremeants.

. The specified number for maximum density Is subject o amendment following the applicalion of the Chief Forester's Policy on Maximum Density and the Stand
Density Management Guidebook and, upon analysis, may be revised upward or downwards, on or before June 15, 2000,

. Acceplahbility criteria for preferred and acceplabie specles are as per tha Esfabizbment to Free Growing Guidebook - Nelson Forast Region - Apnl 1995,
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| LICENSE NO: A30172 | BLK: 8 | P23

T GPFENING NUMBER:

| PAGE: 110f11 | DATE: 1272200 i

J. ADMINISTRATION

PRESCRIPTION PREPARED BY {RPF SIGNATURE AND SEAL}:

Robert J. Borhi

RPF Name (Printed)

Date: December 21, 2000 RPF MNo: 3026

T P
it

RPE Spatus ard Sea! 7. ]
MAJOR LICENSEE SIGNING AUTHORITY: PRESCRIPTION APPREVED Av:
Litense s igny&umw Signature (detete i not applicabie) District Manages's Signature (
License Holder Signing Autharity Name (Printed) {deleta if not District Managers Nama {Prinled)
appiicabla) / //
o s W

Date: { 02610 ( Date: { [ 9

/7 {

i PRESCRIPTION APPROVED BY:

Ceslgnated Environment Official's Signature (if Applicable)

Dasignated Environmant Dtficial's Nama {Printed)

Dale:

Inspaction Priority

ol f35....

%
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- Sildculture Prescriptioa

£ SUA - ESSFuca-01,045- 10,5 ret - High Compacien. Sl Displocamer, on Surfoce Erosin Hosorde

[__1SUB - ESSFw4-04 - 13.8h net - Very High Surkece Erosion Hozard, High Compoction ord Sall Displocement Hozards
] SUC - ESSFuc4-01 - 4.2 net - Very High Soil Displocement and Surfoce Erosion Hazards, Figh Campacion Hosrd

Temporary Reserve - 6. 8ha Sibculire Syster: Clearat with Reserves
3 Permarent Reserve - 2,2ma Harvest Method: SU B,C Cable; SU A Conventional
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ESSFwc4

Variant Summary
Selkirk Wet Cold Engelmann Spruce - Subalpine Fir Variant

Location: Upper slopes in the Monashee and Selkirk mountains south of
Revelatoke.

Elevation range: 1650to 1950 m {(south aspect); 1600 to 1950 m (north aspect).

Climate: Moist Climatic Region; noclimate data. The ESSFwc4 is likely colder
and wetter, with more snow than the ICH and the ESSFwc1; drier, with less snow
than the ES8Fvel; and wetter, with more snow than the ESSFdel.

Soils, geology, and landforms: Common rock types in the Selkirk Mountain
areas of the ESSFwe4include granodiorite, quartz diorite, shale, argillite,
quartzite, and slate. In the Monashee Mountain area of this variant, bedrock
types conaist of gneiss, schist, granite, granodierite, quartz diorite, basalt, and
andesite. Morainal soils with loamy to silty surface textures occur on lower to
upper slopea. Colluvial aoils with silty textures are found on upper, steeper slopes.
These shallow to bedrock soils are more frequent in this variant than in the
ESSFwel. Fluvial soils with silty or oamy surface textures occur on lower to level
slopes. Depressionalsites often have organicsoils. Glaciofluvial soils with
variable textures are found on toe and lower alope positions. Seepage is common
on mid to lower slopes.

Zonal vepgetation: Climax zonal sites have stands of Bl and Se. White-flowered
rhododendron, black huckleberry, and gooseberry are common shrubs. Herbs
include oak fern, one-leaved foamflower, Sitka valerian, and five-leaved bramble.

Distinguishing the ESSFwoed from adjacent subzones'variants

In the ESSFwcl more Hw, Cw, thimbleberry, false Solomon’s-seal,

most sites have: bunchberry, and sweet-scentedbedstraw
lesa white-flowered rhododendron, small-flowered
woodrush, and mountainhairgrass

wet sites have: devils club and cow-parsnip

Inthe ESSFve - Hm
most sites have: - more false Solomon's-seal and rosy twistedstalk

drysites have: - partridgefoot

- no Pl or prouseberry

LwandPw
no small-flowered weedrush or juniper haircap mosa
more false azalea
less mountain hairgrass, Sitka valerian, and Indian
hellebore
wetsites have: - bluejoint
less five-stamened mitrewort, arrow-leaved groundsel,
and globeflower

)

Inthe ESSFwm
most sites have:

.

'

Inthe ESSFdcl
most sites have:

‘

trapper'stea

no spiny wood fern, lady fern, small twistedstalk, or
oval-leaved blueberry

more P}, grouseberry, and arctic lupine

- less hlack gooseberry and small-flowered woodrush

dry sites have: - more common juniper and pinegrass

158
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Forest characteristics: Relativelylong fire return periods have led to few stands
with seral apecies. Stand replacement often occurs through inaects, diseage, and
windthrow. The transition tothe parkland, starting at about 1300 m, is critical
gince regeneration becornes very difficult and tree growth is very slow, The
presence of mountain-heathers and tree islands indicate the parkland. Inthe
extreme gouthern Selkirks, south of Nelson, bear-grass may dominate the
understory vegetation. This is indicative of a drier, warmer climate. However,
due to the lack of sufficient sampling in this area, a separate unit has notheen
identified.

Wildlife hahitat: Extenaive old-growth forests support a range of dependent
wildlife species. Maintenance of enough old growth to preserve these species is
important, Maintenance of ingect-feeding birds through preservation ofsnags and
large woody dehris will reduce the incidence of insect peat outbreaks,

(RO Fwed L—
(ESSEyet

Very Meric O

Submeie 2

Soil Moisture Regime
>~

Subhygric 5 (AR

Hypic &

Sublydric 7
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Part 2 Page 61
FNR-2013-00342




Part 2 Page 62
FNR-2013-00342

Wit<C—  WaT-91L—1 WAL %l-103 %I>0

20 i0 0

w e[qB [, uoryejedap FOMISSH

FIFUROTE DUTLIIDA
: DIPHGAT YA BTNl OTATLL

160




ESSFwc4

Site Series Flowchart

I Start |

- black gooseberry - 67 (hg-shd) SMR
- oak forn - flat to gently sloping
- heart-leaved twayblade lower slopes, level or
- clasping twistedstalk depression sites
- il - common horsetail
Y N
Y
- 46 (m-hg) SMR
- Se, Bl stands 08 - 617 (hg-shd) SMR
- cool aspects Willow —- JEYY - non-forested wetland
- lady fern Sedge - willows
- arrow-leaved - marsh cinquefoil
groundsel - narrow-ieaved colton-grass
- five-stamened
mimwon || 5 S
T - Sop
w <h - Bl, Se sl;nnds
“univer hai - black twinberry
- Juniper haircap - »10% black
moss gooseberry
- Sitka valerian
- mountain
o sweet-cicely
- 3-5 (sm-shg) SMR Bl g::,,{;:}’;g‘,
- B, Se stands Rhododendron
- Brewer’s mitrewort — Woodrush
- mountain amica N é
- pipecleaner moss .
5 - {2} 34 ([sx] sm—m)} SMR
Y - cool Horsetail -
il - Se, Bl stands ;
01 - one-leaved foamflower Brachytheciun
Bl- - mountain amica
Rhododendron - Sitka valerian
— Oak femn - 7 | - 7 {shd) SMR
N Y - 8¢, Bl stands
i - white-flowered
~(0) 23 ([vx] sx-sm) SMR iy thododendron
- B, S¢ stands o - bluejoint
b e ke Rhododendron | | - sedges
4 . ~ Foamflower | -| - sphagnums
- rattlesnake-plantain
- generally <10% cover herbs HY
!Y el
— &
(1% Bl - Scdgc -
Bi- Sphagnum
Rhododendron
— Falsebox Y = Yes; N = No

161

Part 2 Page 63
FNR-2013-00342




\

PORASSH

o Jalum
|
llllll L > J0- NGO
H
i L |
TP H TeUny 3
omedly O oy J
ANIDAT IVIHILVIA INTH VL
umpapigoerg -f  waghpe - TIaPRE) - LMo UEo] -
um3eydy - [eesol | UpURpopoly | LOpPUSpOPORy | UGIPRpapoRy
afpog adpag -1d -8 1| -1
- Mol - S0 10 0
90
80 L0 N
afjoad adeyspuer]

qanIpoO -
arpuspopory
-1q

€0

Y0qas[e,] -
TaIpUSpOpOTy
-1

0

1d

i1

162

Part 2 Page 64
FNR-2013-00342



UOLLIKIOD S5 S1ANJRIQ UL SAN[BA o B g WONISS U1 PIULJID SN S[qE} I Ul PIUIEIUOD SAINED) [BIUALLLOIAUY »
kQaY Jo 5an0d
ate proa £q o] Laaa
pPAIaYE Uaty lUoWwWoao
[YEETTETY “12adse [ooa RIDAE|
SIIAUIA xuedio B U0 jou jt i (G > Suyowsar
awedlo swos | (w0 >) W i > adedaas Burdoys
'saus uado | aowjing wau aBedaas yim [Qesoduay g Aydams i
paump Apood| aige sarem e sans awos | sans awos — — *K[riousd S2un1e3) IS Jurpodury
STELY 0B-8¥-LI 14 01-5T 0e-L-2 9¢-1 €Tl £1-9-2 (" Xew-uram- Ut}
SIOW SIO 1014 - 13 5532
paleanies | pajmanies 101 1o 13PON) 10 04 ‘19po O HAT — uuo] smuny
LE-LT-51 0 0e-0£-0¢ | SS6b-Ly | 08-60-LL | L9-S5-0F | OL-L9¢9 | 06-L9-CY . .
(O $'s T T Q9s1 | @ | @1 | (pg | WO H0E | (xeurusaur-uny)
[ S o5 Somely 51e0d
0z-01-0 0 €1-81-G1 EC-ETP-0E | SE-TLF1 | Ob9E-Ot | OS-LPEv | OL-0S-OC ws ae- 2UNFXS; (105
T$ §'s 2 T o'$11 7 $1 (510" 0€-0
WO 4'0 d (Ege) ) d0'W W2 (O WD [eLISIRW JUAIR
uoissasdap {15212)
‘laaaf [3A3[-T3MO[{ [2A3]-JomO] | a]qELRA ajgewres  |{aamof) piw| raddn-poo | prer-1addn uomised adojg
0 0 0z-0 £T01 AqeLeA 0L-52 ot-0 aqeueA . a, tuatpesd adojg
. e alqeLeA " joos | sigeuea 1000 3|qeLRA aiqeuean | 1adsy
PUS-3Y pus wﬁ._A Fy-w w;m-:.um,_?mu ur-ws(xs) WES-X8 E.?xm?i . (NS
L9 L 9 9t 5-£(7) re(D £ £-2(0) weuI1daI aunisioin (10§
¥ [ 1 < 8T S ¥ 01 s10[d jo 1aqump
80 Lo £ 70 SaLRs g

0
/ AR ], [epUUITrOIIATY Qume- ISSH
’ T

R

Part 2 Page 65
FNR-2013-00342

153



sudore deogs (B0g<

AI9A U0 VURUNUNI/UORININUT | sado(r doos uo pawzey Fupsem edop 0o %0840 40 BOE<

proz Epedy N 31 iy MuIepoT: Ppaamaly “qnays odop uo %OL-05'd D axnm)

‘wadops deojs puN oJeLepom us U0 pIvIRy juanawpdelp | gAn snosowpe - | (85 ‘g1) nuagny ‘uoneiaday

S¥yem Sruwdio Paji] salesuoy) | oo jeean] p vopom xwpmE | | APa umipap] poo} | PR duimy 2w ploy) ‘[ ped
sadoe dowg sodojy deays Lioa uo

AIDA U0 EAFUIJUIBMAITONNSUO | pawrwy Jupsesa syew 3 twedopy
Proz [Fadg doogs o pIIRY JuRRidiip
Eyem a0 pHTT] SALMID.) H "pamywy juemererdanp 00 PoAMAIY ‘qrIy (arxpg< madom

epoe £o4vp no pwdacuy | Jsam) B OIS0 SmpIT 1] (P08 SNOSULIR - { (98 '8T) uo) suany ‘vonwiaiss

O [BART) AURPWE MOPUY Aym wo prTRy vonoedums | Y2 WMIpI PooD | PO "du) Ire pleD ‘v preD
wodole deays vadop aedeme pur MrIpo PIeAALY ‘Yniys

AX3A 1O SOUWUD) U TI/LOTNLIEO0 UD PIEIWY OIS JORLINE wnoaomaLa - | (eg ‘g1 oy

prol PRady | puw JubwEsTidsp oy e | | YMH moy pooD | W ‘18 pioy) “dure 1w pion

RAEOm Joom ‘wodop doays
AISA UO SIUNUULTILLAIOTIITLENTIO) Ama uo pIwTRy JUeUIwIdaTp
Pwos pady (sdops syispom H ‘sedops eyesapoat uo paetwy

U0 97En SN0 petmyy Juemnon derp oo jsao) peamary ‘qruyy
o) iejioe Aalep vo xowd PNt UCHIOIO STELITH 1 KON snoaowous - | (eg 'gT) (ST108 L9 uv) QUALGN
ADUS UO [OARY) CUIPST mopuwy | L34W(2 o pIREEY unpoRdmod | | YA Mo | TMIpAR A7 ‘s[ow £i] “dwm 2w prog | 0T { %0
P bl 4 e (g TROIRED Gos) W ouonn_mﬁoo m. = W oo oyouy Fayyyuay 2z B
nopduoeaxd eqi) SOTITATITAING B3N TIOWITHOT) -4 TOWEAO - 3 w. m oaB FOTPecs RO m 3
- | ot .

IR |8
m EFE| 2§ 2|82

k-]

M m A3paponposd g

g *a3 sapwpEy E

pruOnIMedsegsy uﬂeﬂon-dluﬂ

Part 2 Page 66
FNR-2013-00342

164

POMASSH




“HoRWUAIINEp XIPUL T L) NI 9AD uwiy o] ols adueg o
(ux p0g T A@rmpxordde aaoqe) FPUNINT G01) 0} PERILOSAL UONVIUAlRL elets papreumicial Rugsearey ot 1o Bumno mprey P!
adope dows Llaa = g,05< ‘odols deegs = 3409 - g¥ ‘edojN EIWISPOTU = oY - O ‘YHY = H
‘Q'9'E UoRP9E eor 3EH,T o1 JoJ WP Xfe Mmad Gyl PN oq JNLT B4AY £AnNes K15 uopnE]
“¥°9°g U019 0ow 'ucH dreyu: Supeeuifae aynads o31s 1) eynygeque o pepULI joul Ml PUV SpeeU alvurerp uownmd Fel) pel, o wroy pejusaad oy 4] uDpne) B
. (066T) NEIALO) PUB LHMEN U] paqLoeep sexepduwins ,
‘Rusmdey saImes = g
‘T'3'F UORA9G ooe 'pap JTULHLAS Jo %M ‘mMAsLnnu [ofF Py ‘ATaeront [jow 'uolealios ‘arnyeieduis) (fos ‘amjsiedwa 1w spapay aeaiy], q
'9'g UORIOR Ul POsIMINIP a.¥ 5{00q @AReidieyaf PUW S{RuOnwy
“suolaep Jusunivanu oqug o pmoyp 3eY; suoREIpIEOee KoY S9TNINO AIqEY BIYL, “FUROLRD nowrmes e pea, oy eeq pejuasesd auw suoniqazdiegu; esem
tAreenaood w1 8[003 AReudIeim [eUESUO JO 9y SUCHIPDCO 0318 [FTIPLATPUI Yilm AT8a 0 Penoadie suopiardien uros nwp eidwee uo pong wopnEy

wepredny wyuedio uo pimzey | YyaArg 2o - dmey
SInmA JAqup Oy | ¥ dp puw ucraedure H | fep TP u U | 2@ PR3 [tod jep (108 PIOD | B 80
werrndyyy
ST L DO IO Puedio uo prvIvy
pol proodg iRpuedio kL mderp pum uogawdus
00 PwIMOUS UG [ART] ST H 'e9q18 [ uo pIeIRy Juysws | yIdm SENIIPOGT - @8y Mo} uonmadas ""due
OIOpUN SONIEA JaqmEy oN STW PUS UOISAIS oNLme i | L19 ELl: MO Amp | A pIe 'poe jap ‘e pop | B L0
ey
Rpjoe Ledwp uo yedmous
UO [BARI} GUINIPIU WOPUTY
1aIURUI) LR UDTETLIINU00
peol [vpody 61108 Aafep qnrye paxna
LD JURAND SALMIGD]) (EOYI uo paurey uoponduws I feeys ‘groy suudwqns
suoad eoay ‘yeaatmy-eod oS e = uo prerey Juowmowdsrp | yam ‘paemaxg - | {88 ‘8T) sjudLmny ‘uoyeiadan
9[qU) I3 {PIVIVY MONQPULY, | J0O[} 390} PUN JUNENM SERm | | AISp u3my PooD PR “dum 1 pD ‘o peg | I 20
qrey eurdueqng
‘paamary
Qe (9108 TPRIE0)
- - yam Fnoacears - | (e '3T) uo) esuarnny “dumy I
£1ap wnipap Pooy | PO P1oD "uopwedsy ‘s Pop | g 0

Part 2 Page 67
FNR-2013-00342

185



FNR-2013-00342

[s)
©
()
(o]
©
o
N
+—
=
©
o

L mmﬁwhﬂmﬁ o |




Results Based Code Silviculture and Land Status Tracking System (RESULTS) Page 1 of 2

Click to Print This Page

District: DXL - Kootenay Lake Forest District Licence: A30172 Opening Num: 82K 006 0.0 49
Location: SCHROEDER CREEK CPiMark: 23/FEB023

Client: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD. Block: 8 Gross Area: 338
Operation: KALESN - C0

Date: 2010-11-01
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Detailed Chronology DKL -29730

Date Person Action
2006-07- ."MacDonaid Creek Contractor starts logging on CP. -
2007-07- FO Justln Dexter s.22, s.15completes a harvest inspection on the uncompleted
04 block. Pictures show that the area of concern was not
N _ logged in 2007. (Appendix 1)
2009—06-' --Stan Hadikin . .. 'SP amendment #2 changes SU B-unlogged area to
1@ e e conventional logging (Appendix 2)
2009-07 Hlookoff Logging s.22,5.15 supervisor, starts logging the remainder of
the block. The start date is between July oth and July 22nd
_ _ and the block is complete by August 17, 2009
2009-08-  Stan Hadikin = -Final KLC inspection is completed. Trail deactivation still
72 R R R T L required but site disturbance was not identified asa
A concern at this time. (Appendix 2)
2011-08-  Peter Jordan, FO Helicopter pass identified potential concern for Schroeder
29 Cosens & FO creek block and 3 pictures were taken and given to FO
~ Roenspiess Upward and Mike Curran, PhD. (Appendix 3)
2011-09- - FO Upward, Mike ~ Soil Disturbance survey completed under-the supervision
7 Curran; FO Cosens,  of Mike Curran, PhD; soil specialist. Photos were taken by
- FO'Herman -  Mike Curran and FO Herman. Suspected contravention is
R AR determined and report is produced.(Appendix2 & 3)
2011-10- FO Upward Emailto s22,s15  regarding CIMS inspection and
_ _ _ potential contravention of soil disturbance. (Appendix 1)
1= - FOUpward “Request of information of Site Plans, Harvest Inspections
T to s22,s15  of KLC, Response back on Jan. 26,2012 '
e (Appendix 6)
FO Upward Investigation letter and follow up of CIMS report is sent by
email to s22,s15 . (Appendix1& 5)
- FO Upward - Contact with 5.22,5.15 ' tosetup -
L _ terview. EEEL -
2012-02- FO Upward, FO Interview with  s22,s15  at Kootenay Forestry Center
21 Forrest, regarding the logging operations on CP 23. Audio recorded
and only notes submitted into binder.(Appendix 2)
FO Upward, FO Interview with. s.22, 5.15

2012-02-
: -:Forrest

FO Upward

2012-02-
29

06- Mike Curran - -

L 'regardmg the conventional unit of CP 23 SU B. Audio’
. ‘recordingand notes are submltted mto the OTBH blnder
‘(Appendix2) - '

s.22,s.15 K_LC

Investigation letter is sent by ma11 to

- Emailed Final report to FO Upward with confirmation of
- soil disturbance survey results and. potentlal consequ ences
‘and recommendations (Appendix 2). '
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BRITISH
COLUMBIA

File:  23060-20 - DKL-29730
00001925 00

February 15,2012

Kalesnikoff Lumber Co. Lid
PO Box 3000
Thrums, BC VIN 3L8

REGISTERED

Dear  s22 515

Re: Notice of Investigation under the Forest Practices Code of British Columbia Act

[-am wiiting to inform you that we recently conducted an inspection of the following
activities catried out under or in relation to Forest License No. A30172

CP 23 block 8 was reviewed for compliance regarding soil disturbance limits for SU B.

The inspection indicated that it is possible that these activities may be in contravention of
Section 47 of the Forest Practices Code of British Columbia Acf. We are currently
investigating the matter. The lead investigator is Katherine Upward. Please feel fiee to
contact her at 250-825-1100 if you have any questions about the investigation,

Yours truly,

\\%: |37 A

Katherine Upward
Compliance and Enforcement Forester
Kootenay Boundary Region

1
B TPCV\ N

Pape 1 of 1
Ministry of Kootenay Boundary Region 1907 Ridgewood Road Mailing Address:
Forests, Lands, and 1907 Ridgewood Road
Naturai Resource Nelson, BC ViL 6K1
Operations Tel  250-825-1100

Fax: 250.825-8657
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Upward, Katherine K FLNR:EX

From: Curran, Mike FLNR:EX
Sent: Friday, September 9, 2011 5:17 PM
To: Cosens, Andy FLNR:EX; Hartley, lain FLNR:EX; Holoboff, Warren FLNR:EX; Picard, Marie-

Helene FLNR:EX; Biallas, Harry FLNR:EX; Corley, Terry FLNR:EX; Forrest, Steve FLNR:EX;
Herman, Connie FLNR:EX; Pearson, Tracey L FLNR:EX; Roenspiess, Keith B FLNR:EX;
Upward, Katherine K FLNR:EX; Vaters, Kevin FLNR:EX; Knapik, Mike B FLNR:EX; Hills,
Gerald FLNR:EX: Barron, Dan FLNR:EX

Subject: Soil disturbance survey information for September 15th

Attachments: sample1.gdb; sample1.gpx; sample1.kml; sample2.gdb; sample2.gpx; sample2.kml;
Disturbance Flowchart Draft3 detailed.doc; GPS survey method working draft Sept 2.doc

As discussed with Kathy and Andy, we can now do a workshop while we do a random GPS survey to get a statistically valid soil
disturbance number. in this case it is for an SU up Schroeder Ck that appears heavily disturbed from the air.

Here are some detaiis for our session:

Starting and meeting focations - to be indicated by either Kathy or Angdy (thx}

Objective/scheduie — we will be above survey the whole 15 ha {as per Will's note below, the smaller part of the SU is about 5 ha,
the larger about 10 ha). We will start on the smaller area as a group and then successively split up into smaller groups to survey all
110 points in "sample 1", keeping in touch with radio communication...

if time permits at the end we will try and survey more points in the more heavily disturbed area, using sampie 2 points as a
demo/test of the stratified survey method...

What we need to bring:

PHOTO OF THE BLOCK FROM ANDY'S OFFICE {SORRY IT APPEARS | DO NOT HAVE ELECTRONICALLY, IF ANDY OR KATHY HAVE
PLEASE FORWARD TO EVERYONE AHEAD OF TIME, THX}

*  GPS units, preferably preloaded with the GPS points (files attached but Kathy and likely myself will try and ensure we get
some units loaded on Tuesday and | have a field computer that can foad GPS units as well {and | hope to download
everyones tracks at the end of our session)

* Radios

s  Soil disturbance field cards {bring yours but | will have some more)

*  Soil disturbance flowchart {I will bring some but also attached)

s  Map of biocks showing the randoem points, sc we can assign areas and cross off points when down (attached in this note}

s  Field paper/notebook to record data

s Shovel for digging repeated machine traffic points to assess for 100 % compaction

s  Flagging tape for marking points surveyed in the field {cheap summer tape wili suffice}

Background information on the procedure:

We will be testing/demonstrating the new GPS survey procedure whereby no hip or tight chains are required. We simply get 110
random points generated within each Standards Unit and then follow the GPS units to find the points (as already demonstrated to
most of you before). The attached method describes the rationale and method in more detail and | will go over this when we start
the survey Thursday morning...

A note about stratification:

If there was ciearly an area with higher disturbance we would stratify the block and do two separate surveys. With the current
photo it is clear that there may be more disturbance towards the west end of the SU, so we will do more points in that area after
we do all of sample 1 10 get a number for the entire SU.... more on that in the field...
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Look forward to our session,

Mike Curran, PhD, PAg, Forest Science and Stewardship Team Leader {and Research Soil Scientist)
BC Ministry of Forests, Lands and Natural Resource Operations {includes BC Forest Service}
Kootenay-Boundary Region, Nelson, BC [email is best but | do check phone as well: {250)-354-6244]

NOTE FROM WILL BURT ON THE RANDOM SURVEY PQINTS:

Ok here is a selection of formats for the two sample sets of 110 random points across the SU {2 polygons). If you want
anything changed it is set up now so we can modify it quick. Just let me know. | will be at the SE Fire Centre Monday

and Tuesday. Just email or communicator me if there is a issue.
The Easterly group contains 35/100 of sample 1, 37/110 of Sample 2. The East part is 4.98 ha and the West part is 9.74
ha.

SU B is in red. Samptle 1 in Green. Sample2 in off-white,
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Upward, Katherine K FLNR:EX

From: Upward, Katherine K FLNR:EX

Sent: Wednesday, October 19, 2011 3:08 PM
To: s.22,s.15

Subiject: Schroeder Creek Inspection
Attachments: CIMS_A30172_CP23_8.pdf

Hi.22, .15

Sorry for the delay, | have now attached the CIMS inspection from our Schroeder creek visit. As the report shows, | will
be loaking into the potential contravention for scif disturbance on this block. 1 will need to arrange a meeting with you
and possibly the logging supervisor. Due to my current workload | don’t expect to call you until the winter. if you have
any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me at the number below.

Thanks,
Kathy

Katherine Upward, RPF

C&E Forester

Kootenay Boundary Sub-Region
250-825-1168
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Upward, Katherine K FLNR:EX

From: s.22,s.15

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2012 7:16 AM

To: Upward, Katherine K FLNR:EX

Subject: RE: CP 23 Block 8 Information Request

Attachments: CP 23 Block 8 Amendment #1.pdf; CP 23 Block 8 Amendment #2.pdf, CP 23 Block 8 Site

Plan Original.pdf, Logging Inspections 2009 Hiookoff Logging.pdf, Logging Inspections 2006
Macdonal Creek.pdf

Hi Katherine. We had 2 separate contractors log the block. In 2006, Macdonald Creek Logging Cable harvested some of the block,
then in 2009, Hiookoff Logging cable and conventional logged the remainder. A section of the block was deleted because of wildfire
in 2006. Silviculture was completed in 2010 and North Fork road was deactivated that same year. Let me know when you wish to
meet and we can arrange a time.

s.22,s.15
Kalesnikoff Lumber Co. Ltd.

From: Upward, Katherine K FLNR:EX [mailto:Katherine.Upward@gov.bc.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, January 25, 2012 3:07 PM

To: s22,s515

Subject: CP 23 Block 8 Information Request

Hio2 s.15

t am finally ready to start looking at this block and get more information from you. Prior to a meeting, | would like to
review the following pieces of information regarding CP 23 Block 8. 1 would like to receive the site plan and all
amendments. | will also need the logging contractor information and if you have logging plans and any internal iogging
inspections, | would appreciate this information at this time as well.

Thank you for your response,
Kathy

Katherine Upward, RPF

C&E Forester

Kootenay Boundary Sub-Region
250-825-1168

Part 2 Page 75
FNR-2013-00342




Upward, Katherine K FLNR:EX

From: Upward, Katherine K FLNR:EX

3ent: Wednesday, February 15, 2012 10:40 AM

To: s.22,5.15

Cce: Cosens, Andy FLNR:EX

Subject: A30M72CP 23Bk8

Attachments: CIMS_follow_up_CP_23 Bk_8.pdf; KAL_A30171_CP23_8_heli photos.pdf;

Letter1a_DKL-29730.pdf

Hi 22, s.15

As per our conversation, | have attached the investigation letter, CIMS follow up and photos. | look forward to meeting
with you on the 23",

Kathy

Katherine Upward, RPF

C&E Forester

Kootenay Boundary Sub-Region
250-825-1168
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Upward, Katherine K FLNR:EX

From: Curran, Mike FLNR:EX

jent: Monday, June 11, 2012 4:41 PM

To: Upward, Katherine K FLNR:EX; Cosens, Andy FLNR:EX
Subject: Schroeder Creek soil disturbance report

Please find attached the final version of the report along with the soil disturbance flowchart, calculation spreadsheets
and track changes version and fieldcards.

! have moved some discussion of temporary access and general harvest recommendations to an appendix.

| have also removed some text that is inserted here:

s.13,s.15

Schroeder Creek Schroeder Creek Schroeder fieid Disturbance
soil disturban...  soil disturban...  cards Sept 22 ... ‘lowchart Draft3 d.

Cheers for now,

Schroeder LCL Schroeder Ck
Table2xls  september 2011 s.

Mike Curran, PhD, PAg, Research Soil Scientist
BC Ministry of Forests, Lands and Naturai Resource Operations {includes BC Forest Service}
Kootenay-Boundary Region, Nelson, BC {email is best but | do check phone as weil: (250}-354-6244]
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Forest Tenure Administration System (FTA) Page | of |
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Ministry of Forests and Range Page r1of2

. . Date/Time Printed 1 2012-05-15 14.06:31
e Interior Appraisal System User ID . AJAARSMA
BRITISH Logging and Silvicuiture Cost Database : PROD
COLUMBIA . Report 1D : IASROB3
The Bt Phce o Eaeh Estimate
Timber Mark : FE6023 Appraisal Effective Dats : 2003-06-01
OBSOLETE - Nelson Forest Region (RS
Kootenay Lake Forest District
Licence : A30172 Kootenay Lake TSA Block C
Cutting Parmit : 23 Total Volume : 50,966
Calculation Date : 2010-05-25 Expiry Date : 2010-09-30
Logging Trend Factor : 0.921 M\ Eiigible Indicator : Y
Shiviculture Trend Factor : 0.921 Adjust Quarterty Indicator Y
Manufacturing Trend Factor: 1.000
Stumpage Rate Effective Date : 2010-07-01
Subphase Phase
Cost Total

PHASE ($/m3} {$/m3)
DEVELOPMENT :

Tabulated

Culvarts
Roads

Fencing and Cattle Guards
Allocated Development
Enginsered Development

TREE TO TRUCK :
Ground Skidding {Clear Cut)
Ground Skidding {Partial Cut)
Overhead Cabla Yarding Highlead & Grapple (Clear)
Crverhead Cahle Yarding Highlead & Grapple (Partiat)
QOverhead Cable Yarding Skyline
Helicopter Logging {Clear) s.21
Helicopter Logging {Partial)
Horse Logging
Specifled Operation

LOG TRANSPORTATION :
Hauling
Primary
Secondary
Water Transportation
Spacial Transportation and Specified Operaiione
Road Management

Road Use
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BRITISH
COLUMBIA
The Beut Place pn Earth

Ministry of Forests and Range

Interior Appraisal System

Logging and Silvicuiture Cost

Estimate

Page

Date/Time Printed

User iD
Database
Report ID

r2af2
1 2012-05-15 14:06:31
: AJAARSMA
: PROD
1 IASRO83

Timber Mark : FES023

PHASE

ADMINISTRATION & OTHER :
QOverhead

Low Volume additive:

TOTAL LOGGING COST:
TOTAL TRENDED LOGGING COST :

SILVICULTURE :
Basic
Specified

TOTAL TRENDED SILVICULTURE COST :

Appraisal Effective Date : 2003-06-01
Subphasae Phase
Cost Total
{$/m3} ($/m3)
s.21
s.21
71.87
66.19
4.64
0.00
4.27

End of Report
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FOREST AND RANGE PRACTICES ACT

[SBC 2002] CHAPTER 69

Division 3 ~~ Administrative Remedies

Administrative penalties

71 (1) The minister, after giving a person who is alleged to have

contravened a provision of the Acts an opportunity to be heard, may
determine whether the person has contravened the provision.

(2) After giving a person an opportunity to be heard under subsection
(1), or after one month has elapsed after the date on which the person
was given the opportunity, the minister,

(a) if he or she determines that the person has contravened
the provision,

(i) may levy an administrative penalty against the
person in an amount that does not exceed a
prescribed amount, or

(it) may refrain from levying an administrative
penalty against the person if the minister considers
that the contravention is trifling and that it is not in
the public interest to levy the administrative penalty,
or

(b) may determine that the person has not contravened the
provision,

(3) Subject to section 72, if a person’s contractor, employee or agent
contravenes a provision of the Acts in the course of carrying out the
contract, employment or agency, the person aiso contravenes the
provision.

(4) If a corporation contravenes a provision of the Acts, a director or an
officer of the corporation who authorized, permitted or acquiesced in
the contravention also contravenes the provision.
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(5) Before the minister levies an administrative penalty under
subsection (2), he or she must consider the foliowing:

(a) previous contraventions of a similar nature by the

person;
(b) the gravity and magnitude of the contravention;

(c) whether the contravention was repeated or continuous;
(d) whether the contravention was deliberate;

(e) any economic benefit derived by the person from the
contravention;

(f) the person's cooperativeness and efforts to correct the
contravention;

(g) any other considerations that the Lieutenant Governor
in Council may prescribe.

(6) If the minister levies an administrative penalty against a person
under this section or under section 74 (3) (d) the minister must give a
notice of determination to the person specifying:

(a) the provision contravened;
(b) the amount of the penalty;
(c) the date by which the penalty must be paid;

(d) the person's right to a review under section 80 or to an
appeal under section 82;

(e) an address to which a request for a review may be
delivered.

(7) For the purposes of this section, the Lieutenant Governor in Council
may prescribe administrative penalties that vary according to

(a) the area of land affected by the contravention,
(b) the volume of timber affected by the contravention,
(¢) the number of trees affected by the contravention,

(d) the number of livestock affected by the contravention,
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(d.1) the amount of forage destroyed by the contravention,
or

{e) the amount of hay affected by the contravention.

Defences in relation to administrative proceedings

72 For the purposes of a determination of the minister under section 71 or

74, no person may be found to have contravened a provision of the
Acts if the person establishes that the

(a) person exercised due diligence to prevent the
contravention,

{b) person reasonably believed in the existence of facts that
if true would establish that the person did not contravene
the provision, or

(c) person's actions relevant to the provision were the result
of an officially induced error.

Penalty revenue to be paid into special account

73 All revenue derived from administrative penalties levied under this

Division must be paid into the Environmental Remediation Sub-account
of the Forest Stand Management Fund special account established by
the Special Accounts Appropriation and Control Act.

Remediation orders
74 (1) If the minister determines under section 71 that a person who
(a) is the holder of an agreement under the Forest Act or
the Range Act, or
(b) is in a prescribed category of persons

has contravened a provision of this Act or a reguiation or standard, the
minister may order the person to do work reasonably necessary to
remedy the contravention.

(2) If the minister makes an order under subsection (1) of this section
or under section 51 (7), 54 (2) or 57 (4), the minister or official, as the
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case may be, must give written notice, accompanied by the order, to
the holder or person, specifying

(a) the provision contravened,
(b) the work to be done to remedy the contravention,
(c) the date by which the work must be completed,

(d) the person's right to a review under section 80 or to an
appeal under section 82,

(e) the right under subsection (3) (b) of the minister to
carry out the work, and

(f) the right under subsection (3) {d) of the minister to levy
an administrative penalty for the contravention.

(3) If a person, by the date specified in a notice given under subsection
(2), does not comply with an order of the minister under subsection (1)
of this section or under section 51 (7), 54 (2) or 57 (4}, the minister
may do one or more of the following:

(@) by order restrict or prohibit the person from carrying out
the work referred to in the order;

(b) carry out the work;

(c) by order require the person to pay to the government
the amount of all direct and indirect costs the minister
determines were reasonably incurred in carrying out the
work referred to in paragraph (b};

(d) by order levy an administrative penalty not exceeding
an amount that is the sum of the costs referred to in

paragraph (c);

(e) for the purpose of recovering the costs referred to in
paragraph (c¢) or the administrative penaity referred to in
paragraph (d), realize any security provided by the person
under the regulations.

(4) The minister must give written notice of the completion of work
carried out under subsection (3) (b) and of any order under subsection
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(3) (a) or (c) to the person to whom the notice under subsection (2)

was given,

(a) informing the person of

(i) the restrictions or the prohibition under an order
under subsection (3) (a), and

(ii) the amount payable by the person to the
government under an order under subsection (3) (c)
and the person's liability under section 130 of the
Forest Act to pay that amount,

(b) providing the person with a copy of the order under
subsection (3) (a), and

(c) providing the person with a copy of the order under
subsection (3) (c) and with an accounting of the
expenditures relating to the work.

(5) The minister must give written notice to the person, who is the
subject of an order under subsection (3) (d), providing the person with
a copy of the order and informing the person of

(a) the amount of the administrative penalty and the
person's liability under section 130 of the Forest Act to pay

that amount,
(b} the reasons for the administrative penaity, and

(c) the person’s right to a review under section 80 or to an
appeal under section 82, including an address to which a
request for a review or appeal may be delivered.

(6) The person immediately must replace security realized under
subsection (3} (e&).

(7) The minister must refund to the person any surplus of funds
remaining from the realization of a security under subsection (3) (e),

after payment of

(a) the amount of the costs referred to in subsection (3)
(c), and
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(b) any administrative penalty levied under subsection (3}
(d).
(8) If the holder of an agreement or another person who receives an
order under subsection (1}

(a) carries out work specified in the order, and

(b) incurs expenses in excess of the expenses that the
person would have incurred if the order had not been made,

and the order is rescinded on review or appeal, then, to the extent
provided in the regulations, the excess expenses of the work are to be
paid by the government.

Regulations - Forest Practices Code of BC Act
ADMINISTRATIVE REMEDIES REGULATION

Contents

B.C. Reg. 182/98 - Deposited , June 4, 1998
0.C. 0706/98 - effective June 15, 1998
Consolidated to December 12, 2003

SCHEDULE - Forest Practices Code of British Columbia Act

Column 1 Column 2 .4 MColumn 3

Forest Practices 45 (D 1100 000
Code of British 47 (1) or (3.1)
Columbia Act 69.1 (3)
: 70(3)

45 (3) 50 000
46 (1), (1.1), (3) or (4)
47(5) or (6.1)

48 (D

50 (3)

58(2)

62 (1)

63 (1), (2) or (3)

164 (1) or (2)
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67 (1)

69.1 (4) (a), (b), (c), (d) or (e)

70 (4) (@), (b), (0), (d), (), (D or (g)
248 (1) or (2)

249

250 (1)

45 (4) or (5) 20 000
50 (1)

51(2) (a) or (b)
64 (3)

69

79 (1) (a)

82

106 (1)
27(1) 110 000

35(DH(a) 1

36 (2) (b)

52 (2)

54 (1), (2), (3.3) (b), (5.1) or (6)
55(3) (a)

60 (1) (b)

64 (5)

67 (2) (¢)

68 (1)

70 (6)

74 (1) }
74 (2) (a), (b) or (c) 10 000
97 (1) or (2)

98

99 (1)

101 (1) (a), (b), (1.2), or (2)
17 (1) 5000
21.1(3), (5) or (6)
27(7)

35 (1) (b) or (2)
36 (2) () or (4)
42.1 (4)

50 (2)

55 (3) (b)

54 (3.3) (a)

56 () or (2)

60 (1) (a) or (3)
64 (10)

65

69.1 (f) or (g)
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70 (4) (h) or (i)
74 (4)

76 (1)

79 (1) (b)
82

84 (2) or (4)
85 (2)

86

87 (1) or (2)
88 (2)

92 (1) (a)
94 (2)

99 (2)

225 (1)

252 (1) (a)

9 sho)

i

The greater of 200
?per m” of timber
affected or 100 000
per ha of timber
affected

0@ Qo

o0 s
100 |
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Forest Practice Code of British Columbia Act

PART 1 - DEFINITIONS
"soil disturbance' means

(a) disturbance to the soil that occurs, on an area covered by a silviculture prescription or by a site
plan under section 21.1, because of

(i) excavated or bladed trails that are of a temporary nature,

(it) corduroyed trails,

(iti} temporary access structures,

(iv) compacted areas resulting from a forest practice, or

(v) dispersed disturbance of the soil resulting from a forest practice, and

47. Soil conservation: net area to be reforested

47. (1) A person carrying out a forest practice on an area under a silviculture prescription must
not exceed the maximum amount of soil disturbance within the net area to be reforested that is
specified in the prescription.

(2) Despite subsection (1), a person carrying out timber harvesting operations may, in accordance
with a silviculture prescription, temporarily exceed the maximum amount of soil disturbance
within the net area to be reforested to the extent necessary to construct temporary access
structures approved in the silviculture prescription if the silviculture prescription provides for soil
rehabilitation measures fo be carried out to those temporary access structures.

(3) Despite subsection (1), a person carrying out silviculture treatments may, in accordance with a
silviculture prescription, temporarily exceed the maximum amount of soil disturbance within the
net area to be reforested if the silviculture prescription provides for site rehabilitation measures to
be carried out on the conclusion of silviculture treatments.

=$(3.1) A person carrying out a forest practice on an area under a site plan prepared under section
21.1 must not exceed the preseribed maximum amount of soil disturbance in the net area to be
reforested. 4=

={3.2) A person carrying out timber harvesting operations or silviculture treatments on an area
under a site plan prepared under section 21.1, in prescribed circumstances, may temporarily

exceed the prescribed maximum amount referred to in subsection (3.1).4m

{4) For greater certainty, the following types of soil disturbance contribute to the total soil
disturbance amount for the net area to be reforested:

(a) any unrehabilitated compacted area, corduroyed trail or dispersed disturbance;

= (b) any unrehabilitated temporary access structure that is specified as one in a site plan
prepared under section 21.1 or in a siviculture prescription. dm

=(5) A person who, for an area under a site plan prepared under section 21.1 or silviculture
prescription, causes soil disturbance to occur in the net area to be reforested such that the
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maximum amount of soil distarbance within the net area to be reforested is exceeded, must
rehabilitate the area in accordance with the regulations and standards.«m

(6) A person who constructs or modifies a road, or constructs a landing, borrow pit or gravel pit
that is specified in a silviculture prescription as being of a temporary nature, must rehabilitate the
area occupied by the road, landing, borrow pit or gravel pit in accordance with the regulations and
standards,

=}(6.1) In prescribed circumstances and subject to section 58 (2), a person who prepares a site
plan under section 21.1

(a) may construct or modify a temporary road, or construct a temporary landing, borrow pit or
gravel pit, and

(b} must rehabilitate the area occupied by the road, landing, borrow pit or gravel pit.4m

=$(7} A person who, within an area under a site plan prepared under section 21.1 or silviculture
prescription, constructs or modifies a bladed or excavated trait or a corduroyed trail or creates a
compacted area, must rehabilitate the area in accordance with the regulations and standards. 4=

Timber Harvesting and Silviculture Practices Regulation (FPC)

Limits on the amount of soil disturbance

3

(1) In this section, “sensitive soils” neans soils on an area that through a combination of
climate, soil properties, site moisture conditions and site topography have

(a) in the Interior, a very high soil compaction hazard, soil displacement hazard or soil
erosion hazard, and

{b) on the Coast, a high or very high soil compaction hazard, soil displacement hazard or
soil erosion hazard.
{2) A holder of an agreement under the Forest Act must not cause the soil disturbance on the
net area to be reforested within a standards unit to exceed
(a) the applicable performance standard, or
(b) if there is no applicable performance standard,
(i) 5% of the area in the standards unit if the area has sensitive soils, and
(ii) 10% of the area in the standards unit if the area does not have sensitive soils,
(3) Despite subsection (2), a holder of an agreement under the Forest Act may exceed the soil
disturbance limits under that subsection if
(a) the harvesting on the area was to remove infected stamps, or
(b} specific site rehabilitation or site preparation objectives for the area are contained in
the forest development plan.
(4) Despite subsection (2), a holder of an agreement under the Fores: Act may temporarily
exceed the soil disturbance limits referred to in that subsection if
(a) the extra disturbance

(i} is for the construction of temporary access structures or excavated or bladed
trails, and
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(i1} does not exceed 5% of the standards unit, and

{b) the holder rehabilitates the area to the extent necessary to bring the area back into
compliance with the specified limits.

Rehabilitation of disturbed areas

33 (1) A holder of an agreement under the Forest Act who is required to rehabilitate a disturbed
portion of an area under section 46 (4} or 47 (5) or (7) of the Act must

{a) restore the disturbed portion of the area to a productive state,
{b) reduce surface soil erosion in the area, and

{c) reasonably mitigate the impact of the forest practice that made the rehabilitation
necessary on forest resources that are identified
{1) in higher level plans or operational plans, or
{ii) by the district manager, if the forest practice was exempted from the
requirement of a logging plan or silviculture prescription or site plan.

(2) For the purposes of section 49 (2) (d) of the Act, the district manager may exempt a person
who is the holder of a site plan from the requirement to rehabilitate areas under section 46
(4) or 47 (5) to (7) of the Act if the district manager is satisfied that treating the area is
unlikely to restore soil productivity on the area to a level acceptable to the district
manager.

Regulations - Forest Practices Code of BC Act
OPERATIONAL AND SITE PLANNING REGULATION
PART 1 - INTERPRETATION

"temtporary access structure” means

{a) an excavated or bladed trail,

(b} a main skid trail, backspar trail, corduroyed trail or similar structure that is identified in a
silviculture prescription or logging plan as a temporary access structure, or

{c) a road, landing, pit or quarry that is identified in an operational plan as a temporary access
structure;

"excavated or bladed trail" means a constructed trail that has
(a) an excavated or bladed width greater than 1.5 m, and

(b) a mineral soil cutbank height greater than 30 cm.
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Client Compliance & Enforcement History
Actions Taken from 1995-01-01 to 2012-02-15

Name: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO.LTD. Number: 00001925

Location Code 00

Address BOX 3000 THRUMS BC VIN3L8

4308 BO1/R03225 25 Construction FPC of BC Act 67 Waming Tickel 2001-08-1C
50053 B0O1/R11963 B Construction Forest Act 84 (1) Compiiance Nc 2002-06-13
50053 B01/R11963 B Construction Forest Road Regulation (FPC) 12 {1} Compliance Nc 2002-06-13
(A)

50693 BO1/R11963 B Maintenance Forest Road Requlation (FPC) 13 (1} Compfiance N¢ 2002-07-08
(CIW)

51410 BO1/R11963 I Maintenance Forest Act 84 (1) Compliance Nc 2001-07-17

51410 BO1/R11963 | Maintenance Forest Road Regulation (FPC) 12 (1) Compliance N¢ 2001-07-%7
(B)

51741 BO1/RO7868 K Construction Forest Road Regulation (FPC) 10 (1) Compiiance Nc 2002-07-23

51774 B0O1/RO550F D1 Construction Forest Road Regulation {(FPC) 12 (1) Compfiance N¢ 2002-07-23
B)

52782 AD1/A30172 14/3 Timber Harvesting Practices Compliance N¢ 2002-08-08
Regulation {FPC} 5

54962 BO1/R11963 B Construction Forest Road Regulation {(FPC}) 12 (5) Compliance N¢ 2002-09-04

54962 B01/R11963 B Construction Forest Road Regulation (FPC) 13 (1) Compliance N¢ 2002-09-04
o)

54984 B(O1/R11963 B Maintenance Timber Harvesting Praclices Compliance N¢ 2002-09-04
Regulation {FPC} 18 (1){(A)

57206 B01/R%1963 B Maintenance Forest Road Regulation (FPC) 13 (1) Compliance Nc¢ 2002-10-03
(F)

87249 BO1/R11963 B Construction Forest Road Regutation (FPC) 12 (1) Compliance N¢ 2002-10-03
(E)

68582 AD1/A20194 38/1 Forest Act 84 (1) Compliance N¢ 2003-04-07

68584 AD1/A20104 25/4 Forest Act 84 (1) Compliance M¢ 2003-04-07

B6685 B2F 032 0.0-66 AD1/A20194 24/BLKS FPC of BC Act 70 (4)(E} Compliance N¢ 2003-06-26

36879 B2E 050 0.0-25 AD1/A20194 234 FPC of BC Act 70 (4)(C} Compliance N¢ 2003-10-24

90603 548 Forest Act 94 (£) Waming Ticket 2004-06-14

91741% B(1/R03225 22 Construction Forest Act 84 (3) Compliance N¢ 2004-07-20

91765 B(1/R03225 224 Construction Forest Act 84 {1} Mo Action 2004-07-20

93401 A(1/A20194 198/2004 FPC of BC Act 96 {1} Waming Tickel 2004-08-16

93970 B{41/R03225 22B Construction FPC of BC Act 91 Mo Action 2004-08-26

139728 AQ1/A20194 51/2 Forest Act 84 (1) Compliance N¢ 2007-03-06

144537 BO1/R0311% 1 Maintenance Forest Planning & Practices Regulation Compliance N¢ 2007-04-12

(FRPA} 79 (2)

144386 AD1/A20194 40/3 FPC of BC Act 96 {1) Compliance N¢ 2007-06-08
Date Prinjed: 2042-02-15 Page 1 0f3
User ID: IDIRAKKUPWARD Report ID: CIM5-RFT-018
Environment: PROD
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Name: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD. Number: 00001925

Address: BOX 3000 THRUMS BC V1N3L8 Location Code co

144663 A01/A20194A20194 501 Farest Planning & Practices Reguiation Campliance Ac 2007-08-21
{FRPA) 79 {2)

144663 AD1/A20194A20184 50/1 Forast Planning & Practices Regulation Compliance N¢ 2007-06-21
{FRFA) 79 {2}

145635 B01/R11963 N Maintenance Forast Road Regufation (FPC) 3 (2} Compliance N¢ 2007-07-04

145638 AD1/A30172 23/8 Forest Act 84 (1) No Action 2007-07-04

148251 AO1/A30172 26/10 Farest Act 84 (1) Compliance Ne 2007-07-05

157354 Kalesnikoff Lumber Timber Marking & Transpariation Compliance M¢ 2008-02-07
Regulation {FA} 1C (3)(A)

160828 B01/R04263 1 Maintenance Forest Planning & Practices Regulation Compliance N¢ 2008-05-06
{FRPA) 79 {8)(b)

160841 AD1/A20194 49/5 Farest Planning & Practices Regulaﬁon Compliance N¢ 2008-05-06
(FRPA) B85 (1)(a)

160850 AD01/A20194 49/6 Forest Planning & Praclices Regulation Compliance N¢ 2008-05-06
{FRPA) B5 {1)(a)

164796 BO1/R12035 | Maintenance Forest Act 84 (1) No Action 2008-07-29

171146 B40/8021 01 Maintenance Forest Service Road Use Regulation 6 Compiiance N¢ 2008-11-17
()]

242636 B40/8021 01 Mainfenance Forest Planning & Praclices Regulation Compliance N¢ 2010-07-08
{FRPA) 79 {6){(c)

243721

82E 050 0.0-35 AG1/A20154 28/4

Ca

FPC of BC Act 70 {4)(C}

Contravention

Compliance N¢ 2010-08-12

e R Status: B

DKL-1997-0094  A3D172 11/34 FPC of BC Act 96 (1) Determined Determined 1997-07-02

DKL-2000-0041  RO7868 Forest Road Regulation {FPC) 13 Determined Determined  Penalty 2000-10-23

(N(HXD

DKL-2001-0017  B2F 054 0.0- 39 A30172 14/3 FPC of BC Act 58 (2) Determined Determined  Na Action 2000-12-13

DAR-1998-0059 82F 031 0.0- 98 A20194 35/6 FPC of BC Act 87 {2}{C)(H) Determined Determined No Action 4998-08-20

DAR-2002-0033  B2F 03t 0.0- 67 A20194 22/4 FRPC of BC Act 70 (4}E) Determined Remediation  2003-07-29

DAR-1998-0045 A20194 198 FPC of BC Act 96 (1) Determined Determined ~ Penaity 1998.-04-25

DKL-23871 A30172 Silviculture Practices Regutation Determined Remediation  2005-07-15

(FA} 6 (1}
DKL-23971 A30172 Siviculture Practices Reguifatian Determined Remediation  2005-07-15
{FPC) 8 (4)
DKL-1996-0079  A30172 3/1 Silvicuiture Practices Regulation Determined Determined Remediation  1996-03-01
(FPCY 17 (1)(C}
DKL-1996-0079  A30172 3/1 Sliviculture Practices Regufatian Determined Determined ~Remediation  1996-03-01
{FPCY19(2)
DKL-2001-0014 R11963 FPC of BC Act 45 (3) Determined ERA 2.1 Remediation  2001.07-25
Conversion
Unknown
DKL-22340 AJ0172 22/4 FPC of BC Act 96 (1) Determined Vialation 2003-10-30
Ticket
DAR-1998-0042 A20194 312 FPC of BC Act 21 (1) Determined Viofation 1997-10-08
Ticket
DAR-1998-0059  82F 031 0.0- 98 A20194 35/6 FPC of BC Act 47 (1) Determined Determined  No Action 1998-08-20
DAR-1999-00%3 B2F 031 0.0- 99 A20194 35/5 Forest Road Regulation (FPC) 12 Determined Determined No Action 1998-12-08
M)

DAR-1999-0013  82F 031 0.0- 99 A20194 35/5 FPC of BC Act 62 (1) Determined Determined  Penalty 1998-12-08
Date Printed: 2012-02-15 Page 2 of 3
User ID: iDIRWKKUPWARD Report ID: CIMS-RPT-018
Environment; PRQD
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Name: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD. Number: 00001925
Address: BOX 3000 THRUMS BC V1IN3L8 Location Code 00
DAR-1999-0013  82F 031 0.0- 99 A20194 35/5 Forest Road Regulation (FPC) 11 Determined Determined  No Action 1998-12-08
(1XA)
DAR-1999-0013  82F 031 0.0- 99 A20194 35/5 Forest Road Regulation (FPC) 12 Determined Determined  No Action 1998-12-08
(1XB}
DKL-2000-0041  RO7BE8 FPC of BC Act 62 (1} Determined Determined Mo Action 2000-10-23
DKL-2000-0041  RO7868 Forest Road Regulation (FPC} 12 Determined Determined  Penaity 2000-10-23
(1}E)
DAR-2002-0032  a2F 041 0.0- 52 A20194 FPC of BC Act 70 {4)(E) Deatermined Remediation  2003-07-29
20/AREA1BLK2
DAR-1998-0045 A20194 198 FPC of BC Act 67 {1) Determined Determined Penalty 49098-04-25
DKL-23971 A30172 FPC of BC Act 70 {4)(C} Determined Remediation  2005-07-15
DKL-1996-0079  A30172 3/1 Silviculture Practices Regulation Determined Determined ~ Penalty 1996-03-01
(FPC) 17 {1)(C)
DKL-2001-0016 R12034 Forest Road Reguiation (FPC) t0 Determined Determined  No Action 2001-01-26
(1}
DKL-2001-0016  R12034 Forest Road Regutation (FPC) 13 Determined Determined ~ Penalty 2001-01-26
(NHM
DKL-2001-0017  82F 054 0.0- 39 A30172 14/3 Forest Road Regulation (FPC) 13 Determined Determined Penalty 2000-12-13
(1) (H))
DKL-2003-0003  R11963 Forest Road Regulation (FPC) 12 Determined Rescinded  No Action 2004-02-06
(1B)
DKL-1996-0078  A30172 3/1 Silviculture Practices Regulation Determined Determined Remediation  1598-03-01
{FPC) 20
DAR-1996-0043 R05843 Forest Act 85 (1) Determined Viotation 1995-11-15
Ticket
DAR-2002-0019 R03225 FPC of BC Act 82 (1} Determined Vioiation 2001-10-22
Ticket
DAR-2002-0034 82F 032 0.0- 67 A20194 FPC of BC Act 70 (4)(E) Determined Remediation  2p03-07-29
24/BLKG
DAB-23226 A20194 37/% Forest Act 84 (1) Determined Violation 2004-07.28
Ticket
DKL-23971 A30172 Sitvicuiture Practices Reguiation Determined Remediation  2005-07-15
(FAY 21 {E)
DKL-2001-0016  R12034 FPC of BC Act 62 (1) Determined Determined  No Action 2001-01.26
DKL-2001-0017  B2F 054 0.0- 39 A30172 14/3 Forest Road Regulation {FPC} 13 Determined Determined Remediation  2000-12-13
(1)(H)H)
DAR-2002-0022 R03225 FPC of BC Act 62 (1) Determined Vialation 2001-10-22
Ticket
DAR-1998-0045 A20194 198 FPC of BC Act 96 (1) Determined Determined  Stop Work 1997-10-15
Qrder
DAR-1999-0013  82F 031 0.0- 99 A20194 35/5 Forest Road Regulation (FPC) 12 Determined Determined  No Action 1998-12-08
(N(CHWV)
DKL-200%-0017  82F 054 0.0- 39 A30172 14/3 FPC of BC Act 6C (1) Determined Determined  No Action 2000-12-13
DAR-1997-0050 A20194 34/3 FPC of BC Act 62 (1) Determined Viotation 1996-12-18
Ticket
DAR-1998-0027 A20194 35/2 FPC of BC Act 67 Determined Violation 1997-09-15
Ticket
DAR-2002-0036  82F 041 0.0- 38 AZ20194 FPC of BC Act 7G (4XE) Determined Remediation  2003-07-29
20/AREAZBLK1
Date Printed: 2012-02-15 Page 3 of 3
User ID: {DIR\KKUPWARD Report ID: CIMS-RPT-018
Environment: FROD
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Client Compliance & Enforcement History
Actions Taken from 2009-01-01 to 2013-10-10

Name: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD. Number: 00001925
Address: BOX 3000 THRUMS BC V1N3L8 Location Code 00
CimMs
Inspection ID Site Article Action Action
Taken Taken Date
242636 B40/8021 01 Maintenance Forest Planning & Practices Regulation Compliance Nc¢ 2010-07-08
(FRPA) 79 (6)(c)
243721 82E 050 0.0-35 A01/A20194 28/4 FPC of BC Act 70 (4)(C) Compliance Nc¢ 2010-08-12
272242 82E 050 0.0-55 A01/A20194 36/2 FPC of BC Act 70 (4)(E) Compliance N¢ 2013-04-17
272242 82E 050 0.0-55 A01/A20194 36/2 Forest P|anning & Practices Regulation Compliance Nc¢ 2013-04-17
(FRPA) 86 (3)(d)
272249 82E 050 0.0-56 A01/A20194 36/3 FPC of BC Act 70 (4)(E) Compliance N¢ 2013-04-17
272249 82E 050 0.0-56 A01/A20194 36/3 Forest Planning & Practices Regulation Compliance Nc 2013-04-17
(FRPA) 86 (3)(d)
272252 82F 031 0.0-99 A01/A20194 35/5 FPC of BC Act 70 (4)(E) Compliance Nc 2013-04-17
272252 82F 031 0.0-99 A01/A20194 35/5 Forest Planning & Practices Regulation Compliance Nc 2013-04-17
(FRPA) 86 (3)(d)
272256 82F 031 0.0-106 A01/A20194 35/7 FPC of BC Act 70 (4)(E) Compliance N¢ 2013-04-17
272256 82F 031 0.0-106 A01/A20194 35/7 Forest Planning & Practices Regu|ation Compliance Nc¢ 2013-04-17
(FRPA) 86 (3)(d)
272263 82F 031 0.0-133 A01/A20194 35/2 FPC of BC Act 70 (4)(E) Compliance Nc¢ 2013-04-17
272263 82F 031 0.0-133 A01/A20194 35/2 Forest P|anning & Practices Regulation Compliance Nc¢ 2013-04-17
(FRPA) 86 (3)(d)
272264 82F 032 0.0-96 A01/A20194 35/3A FPC of BC Act 70 (4)(E) Compliance N¢ 2013-04-17
272264 82F 032 0.0-96 A01/A20194 35/3A Forest Planning & Practices Regulation Compliance Nc¢ 2013-04-17
(FRPA) 86 (3)(d)
272277 82F 032 0.0-88 A01/A20194 25/4 FPC of BC Act 70 (4)(E) Compliance Nc 2013-04-17
272277 82F 032 0.0-88 A01/A20194 25/4 Forest Planning & Practices Regulation Compliance Nc 2013-04-17
(FRPA) 86 (3)(d)
272279 82F 032 0.0-89 A01/A20194 25/5 FPC of BC Act 70 (4)(E) Compliance Nc¢ 2013-04-17
272279 82F 032 0.0-89 A01/A20194 25/5 Forest Planning & Practices Regu|ation Compliance Nc¢ 2013-04-17
(FRPA) 86 (3)(d)
ERA
Case No Site Avrticle Contravention Outcome Action Action Taken
Status Status Taken Date
DKL-29730 A30172 23/8 FPC of BC Act 47 (1) Determined Penalty 2012-12-04
Date Printed: 2013-10-28 Page 1 of 1
User ID: IDIRKKKUPWARD Report ID: CIMS-RPT-018
Environment: PROD
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From: Wigqill, Garth W FLNR:EX

To: Upward, Katherine K FLNR:EX;
Subject: FW: Disturbance Survey
Date: Tuesday, September 4, 2012 3:25:13 PM

Attachments: image001.png
20120904141123.pdf

FYI. 1 will add this to KLC OTBH folder.

Garth Wiggill

District Manager - Selkirk Resource District

Ministry of Forests, Lands & Natural Resource Operations
Ph 250 825 1101

Mailto:Garth.Wigqill@.gov.bc.ca

From s.22,s.15

Sent: Tuesday, September 4, 2012 2:17 PM
To: Wiggill, Garth W FLNR:EX

Subject: Disturbance Survey

Hello Garth, | have attached the line survey completed by $.22 on CP23 Block 8
Thanks,
s.22,s.15
s.22,s.15
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Schroeder Cr. Disturbance Survey CP23 Block 8 SU-B2 9.7 ha.
Chainage Disturbance type Line Method

Scalp RPT Machine Rut Line Method Shows 12%
Disturbance Survey Line Method
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Survey completed by s.22 RFT#1396

Part 2 Page 99
FNR-2013-00342




s.22,s.15
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Pages 102 through 117 redacted for the following reasons:
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BRITISH
COLUMBIA

File: 23060-20 — DKL-29730
00001925 00

February 15,2012

Kalesnikoff Lumber Co. Ltd
PO Box 3000
Thrums, BC VIN 3L8

REGISTERED

Dear  s22,s.15

Re: Notice of Investigation under the Forest Practices Code of British Columbia Act

I am writing to inform you that we recently conducted an inspection of the following
activities carried out under or in relation to Forest License No. A30172

CP 23 block 8 was reviewed for compliance regarding soil disturbance limits for SU B.

The inspection indicated that it is possible that these activities may be in contravention of
Section 47 of the Forest Practices Code of British Columbia Act. We are currently
investigating the matter. The lead investigator is Katherine Upward. Please feel free to
contact her at 250-825-1100 if you have any questions about the investigation.

Yours truly,

-~
S7AVENG
// o ﬁtﬁ 7 arn &J&leﬂﬁb‘?Qy\ .

Katherine Upward
Compliance and Enforcement Forester
Kootenay Boundary Region

Page | of |
Ministry of Kootenay Boundary Region 1907 Ridgewood Road Mailing Address:
Forests, Lands, and 1807 Ridgewood Road
Natural Resource Nelson, BC V1L 6K1
Operations Tel: 250-825-1100

Fax: 250-825-9657
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CASE REPORT
DKL-29730

RE: ALLEGED CONTRAVENTIONS OF
FPC of BC Act 47 (1)
BY
KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD.

ON

2009-07-31
AT

A30172 23/8

DISCOVERED ON: 2011-09-22

Prepared BY
Katherine Upward, RPF
Compliance and Enforcement Kootenay Boundary Region

RESOURCE DISTRICT:
Selkirk Resource District
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Selkirk Resource District

DKL-29730
TABLE OF CONTENTS
DKL-29730
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Selkirk Resource District
DKL-29730

BRITISH COLUMBIA FOREST SERVICE
INCIDENT SUMMARY

File: DKL-29730

Date: June 26, 2012

Prepared for: Ministry of Forests, Lands and Natural Resource Operations
Garth Wiggill

Selkirk Resource District

Site Photo: A30172 CP 23 Block 8, Overview of SU B

Location: Schroeder Creek A30172 CP 23 Block 8
Photographed by Peter Jordan, MFLNO, Helicopter Flight 2011-08-29

List of Contraventions:
Contravention #1: Forest Practices Code of BC Act, Section 47 (1)

OTBH _DKL-29730 _KLC Page 2 12/06/26
Part 2 Page 123
FNR-2013-00342



Selkirk Resource District
DKL-29730

Summary of Incident

2009-06-19
Silviculture Prescription amendment was completed by 5.22,5.15 with Kalesnikoff
Lumber Company Ltd (KLC) with consultation of s.22,5.15 (KLC) ands.22, s.15

s22,s15  (Hlookoff Logging Ltd.) changing the remaining SU B harvest into conventional
ground.

2009-07-31

Hlookoff Logging Ltd. completes harvest of CP 23 Block 2 SU B. Excavated trails are then
deactivated by Hlookoff Bulldozing Ltd. under the supervision of KLC. Main skid trails are
waterbarred at this time as well. Internal final harvest inspection is completed with no indication
of soil disturbance issues or concerns.

2011-08-29

Helicopter Flight conducted by Peter JORDAN, Forest Official (FO) Andy COSENS and FO
Keith ROENSPIESS of the Ministry of Forests, Lands and Natural Resource Operations
(MFLNRO). Three photographs were taken on this recce and forwarded to FO Katherine
UPWARD and Mike CURRAN, PhD, soil specialist both at the MFLNRO.

2011-09-22

FO UPWARD, Mike CURRAN, FO COSENS and FO HERMAN conduct a soil survey on SU
B. Soil survey methods and results are found in Appendix 2 in Mike Curran’s report. Excavated
trails were rehabilitated, main skid trails were water barred, but no decompaction or coarse
woody debris placement occurred. The survey found that KLC was over the soil disturbance
limits specified in their Silviculture Prescription.

Prepared By:

Katherine Upward
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CONTRAVENTIONS AND ENFORCEMENT OPTIONS

Contravention #1: FPC of BC Act, Section 47 (1).

General Nature of the Contravention:

Kalesnikoff Lumber Co. Ltd. (KLC) exceeded the prescribed soil disturbance limit for SU B of A30172
CP 23 block 8.

Excerpt from Legislation:
47. Soil conservation: net area to be reforested

47. (1) A person carrying out a forest practice on an area under a silviculture prescription must
not exceed the maximum amount of soil disturbance within the net area to be reforested that is
specified in the prescription.

(2) Despite subsection (1), a person carrying out timber harvesting operations may, in accordance
with a silviculture prescription, temporarily exceed the maximum amount of soil disturbance
within the net area to be reforested to the extent necessary to construct temporary access
structures approved in the silviculture prescription if the silviculture prescription provides for soil
rehabilitation measures to be carried out to those temporary access structures.

=(5) A person who, for an area under a site plan prepared under section 21.1 or silviculture
prescription, causes soil disturbance to occur in the net area to be reforested such that the
maximum amount of soil disturbance within the net area to be reforested is exceeded must
rehabilitate the area in accordance with the regulations and standards.

Timber Harvesting and Silviculture Practices Regulation (FPC)

Limits on the amount of soil disturbance
31 (1) In this section, “sensitive soils” means soils on an area that through a combination of
climate, soil properties, site moisture conditions and site topography have

(a) in the Interior, a very high soil compaction hazard, soil displacement hazard or soil
erosion hazard, and

(b) on the Coast, a high or very high soil compaction hazard, soil displacement hazard or
soil erosion hazard.
(2) A holder of an agreement under the Forest Act must not cause the soil disturbance on the
net area to be reforested within a standards unit to exceed

(a) the applicable performance standard, or

(b) if there is no applicable performance standard,
(i) 5% of the area in the standards unit if the area has sensitive soils, and
(if) 10% of the area in the standards unit if the area does not have sensitive soils.
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(4) Despite subsection (2), a holder of an agreement under the Forest Act may temporarily exceed the soil
disturbance limits referred to in that subsection if

(a) the extra disturbance

(i) is for the construction of temporary access structures or excavated or bladed
trails, and

(if) does not exceed 5% of the standards unit, and

(b) the holder rehabilitates the area to the extent necessary to bring the area back into
compliance with the specified limits.

Enforcement Action Options

Seizure

Remediation
Order

Suspension

Cancellation

AAC
Reduction

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Penalty Details:
| Max Penalty Amount: | $100,000

Chronology of Events
See Appendix 4

ERA Enforcement History:
See Appendix 9
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Investigator’s Conclusion:
47. Soil conservation: net area to be reforested

47. (1) A person (As defined by the Forest Practice Code Act of BC, a forest practice carried out
by (i) any person is (A) under an agreement under the Forest Act or Range Act, KLC holds an
agreement under the Forest Act of a Forest Licence A30172, Appendix 7) carrying out a forest
practice (As defined by the Forest Practice Code Act of BC a **forest practice’ means timber
harvesting, KLC timber harvested CP 23 Block 8 from 2006 to 2009 as stated in FTA, Appendix
7) on an area under a silviculture prescription (Appendix 2, silviculture prescription of A30172
CP 23 Block 8 signed off by the District Manager on 2001-12-19) must not exceed the maximum
amount of soil disturbance (KLC exceeded by 14.2% with a total soil disturbance of 19.2% -
Appendix 2 Mike CURRAN, PhD report on the soil disturbance survey conducted on 2011-09-
22) within the net area to be reforested (SP amendment #2, NAR is 22.4 total and SU B is 13.8 —
Appendix 2) that is specified in the prescription (for SU B, 5% with 3% temporary soil
disturbance was specified — Appendix 2)

=(5) A person who, for an area under a site plan prepared under section 21.1 or silviculture
prescription, causes soil disturbance to occur in the net area to be reforested such that the
maximum amount of soil disturbance within the net area to be reforested is exceeded (total soil
disturbance before rehabilitation was 23% and therefore this section applies), must rehabilitate
the area in accordance with the regulations and standards. (see THSPR Section 33 below for
rehabilitation requirements on 45(5))4=

Furthermore:
Timber Harvesting and Silviculture Practices Regulation (FPC)

Limits on the amount of soil disturbance

31 (1) In this section, “sensitive soils” means soils on an area that through a combination of
climate, soil properties, site moisture conditions and site topography have

(@) in the Interior, a very high soil compaction hazard, soil displacement hazard or soil
erosion hazard, and

(b) on the Coast, a high or very high soil compaction hazard, soil displacement hazard or
soil erosion hazard.

(2) A holder of an agreement (KLC holds agreement A30172 a forest licence under the Forest
Act) under the Forest Act must not cause the soil disturbance on the net area to be
reforested within a standards unit (There are two standards units in CP 23 Block 8, that
have been identified as having sensitive soils, the area in question is Standard Unit B,
Appendix 2 — silviculture prescription amendment #2) to exceed

() the applicable performance standard, or
(b) if there is no applicable performance standard,

(i) 5% of the area in the standards unit if the area has sensitive soils, and (the
survey conducted on 2011-09-22 showed 19.2% of soil disturbance due to loss
of forest floor (very wide scalp) and *““E Traffic”” repeated machine traffic with

OTBH_DKL-29730 _KLC Page 7 12/06/26
Part 2 Page 128
FNR-2013-00342



Selkirk Resource District
DKL-29730

compaction on the skid trails. The soil disturbance exceeded the specified 5%
in the silviculture prescription. Appendix 2, Mike CURRAN'’s report)

(if) 10% of the area in the standards unit if the area does not have sensitive soils.

(4) Despite subsection (2), a holder of an agreement under the Forest Act may temporarily
exceed the soil disturbance limits referred to in that subsection if

() the extra disturbance

(i) is for the construction of temporary access structures or excavated or bladed
trails, and (there was one excavated trail on site but was not part of our
“counted” soil disturbance calculations, 5.22,5.15 identified
more temporary access structures as main skid trails. Appendix 2 — interview
notes of 2012-02-23.)

(ii) does not exceed 5% of the standards unit, and (total soil disturbance prior to
rehabilitation is 23% and therefore exceeds more than 5% in regulation or the
3% prescribed in the SP. Appendix 2, Mike CURRAN’s report)

(b) the holder rehabilitates the area to the extent necessary to bring the area back into
compliance with the specified limits. (rehabilitation occurred on the temporary
excavated trail and was not part of the “counted soil disturbance numbers. Water
management was conducted on the main skid trails by creating some water bars
along the main skid trails. There were 18.3% of the calls that were on compaction of
the main skid trails and other repeated machine traffic areas. Appendix 2, Mike
CURRAN?’s report)

Rehabilitation of disturbed areas

33 (1) A holder of an agreement under the Forest Act (established in the above section) who is
required to rehabilitate a disturbed portion of an area under section 46 (4) or 47 (5) or (7)
of the Act must

() restore the disturbed portion of the area to a productive state, (the areas that were
deemed as soil disturbance did not have any treatment to them and hence are not
restored to a productive state. As per Mike CURRAN’s report, risks associated from
soil disturbance include effects on hydrology, productivity, potential for increased
overland flow, erosion, sedimentation, and invasive plant establishment. Soil
disturbance standards were researched to ensure continued site productivity and
hydrology after harvesting and silviculture treatments. (Appendix 2))

(b) reduce surface soil erosion in the area, and (waterbarres were established on the
main skid trails)
(c) reasonably mitigate the impact of the forest practice that made the rehabilitation
necessary on forest resources that are identified
(i) in higher level plans or operational plans, or

(ii) by the district manager, if the forest practice was exempted from the
requirement of a logging plan or silviculture prescription or site plan. (not
applicable)
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Table 1. Soil Disturbance Survey Results for SU B and
Surveyed Area Only (Mike Curran, PhD Appendix 2 )

Results prorated Ground-based
for the entire SU B | harvest (surveyed)
area only
Item PT Tally | Percent | PtTally | Percent
(104 (69
points) points)
“Counted” 20 19.2 20 29
FF 31 29.8 31 44.9
Displaced
All traffic 30 28.8 30 435
E traffic 19 18.3 19 27.5
Rehab (r) 3.8 4 5.8
T ruts 1 0.96 1 14
Count +r 24 23 24 34.8
\" 13 12.5 13 18.8
LCL Counted 14.2 21.9
Page 9
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BACKGROUND CONSIDERATIONS

1. Any policy established by the Minister with regard to the legislation involved.
None
2. The gravity and magnitude of the contravention(s).

This contravention is limited to one SU and most of the soil disturbance is in 9.7
hectares of the 13.8 hectares of the SU. Although the contravention is only on part of
the SU, the damage of soil disturbance is 14.3% over the allowed limit. Productivity of
the 9.7 hectares is limited due to compaction “E traffic” and forest floor displacement.
See Mike CURRAN’s report for more detail of the loss of productivity and hydrological
risks.

3. Was the violation(s) repeated or continuous?

The violation is not repeated but it is continuous. Logging was completed in 2009 and
the trails are still evident on the site in 2011.

4. Was the contravention(s) deliberate?
The investigator found no evidence that this contravention was deliberate.
5. Any economic benefit derived by the person from the contravention(s)?
Ground based harvesting is slightly less expensive then cable logging with high lead
and grapple. .
st szl KLC did switch

harvest systems with SU A and SU B, at the end of harvest though there was 3.1
hectares more conventional then proposed. On top of this, by skidding the area with no
excavated trail development KLC would save money on the rehabilitation of the skid
trails as skid trails are not defined in legislation as “requiring” rehabilitation (except for
exceeding soil disturbance). The cost of deactivation of a road and trail is  s.21
Creating approximately 1km of excavated trails, rehabilitation could cost about (5-10
hours .21

6. Was the person cooperative and made efforts to correct the contravention(s)?

All parties in the investigation have been cooperative. There has been no efforts to
correct the contravention as at the time of final harvest neither the logging company nor
the licensee determined that a contravention had occurred.

7. Previous contraventions of a similar nature by the person, including the enforcement
actions taken.

Client Name: KALESNIKOFF LUMBER CO. LTD.

ERA Enforcement History:

Article: FPC of BC Act 45 (3) Action Taken: Remediation

Must not perform forest practice if reasonably known to cause environmental damage

Article: FPC of BC Act 67 (1) Action Taken: Penalty
Harvest contrary to requirements
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Article: FPC of BC Act 67 Action Taken: Violation Ticket
Harvest contrary to requirements

8. Any other considerations that the Lieutenant Governor in Council may prescribe?
none

9. Other considerations.
FRPA

Defences in relation to administrative proceedings
72 For the purposes of a determination of the minister under section 71 or 74,
no person may be found to have contravened a provision of the Acts if the
person establishes that the
(a) person exercised due diligence to prevent the contravention,
(b) person reasonably believed in the existence of facts that if true
would establish that the person did not contravene the
provision, or
(c) person's actions relevant to the provision were the result of an
officially induced error.

DUE DILIGENCE: The defence of due diligence refers to the care that a person takes
in carrying out his or her duties, thereby avoiding a contravention or offence. This
investigation has found that KL.C had not fully exercised reasonable care to ensure that
the contraventions did not occur. This area was originally set up to be cable logged as
per the appraisal and Silviculture Prescription. Cable logging of the east side of SU B
in 2007 shows no soil disturbance (Appendix 3). KLC identified the site as having
low coarse woody debris and very shallow organic material on site (Appendix 2,
interview notes, and BEC ESSF wc4 04). Site sensitivity showed the requirement of
careful planning of soil disturbance, resulting in a 5% soil disturbance level. This is
also documented in both the original SP page 7 —Soil Disturbance Limits and in the
Land Management Handbook #20 for BEC series ESSFwc4 — 04 page 164 (Appendix
2). By choosing to apply a conventional harvest treatment to this site, rehabilitation of
soil disturbance would be difficult due to these identified site conditions. It was the
decision to change the harvest treatment that caused most of the damage on site. KLC
has presented their reasoning for changing the SU with some safety and administrative
issues involved.(Appendix 2 — Interview notes) but as all of the other units in this block
were cable logged, including the east portion of SU B (downbhill cable), cable logging of
SU B was a feasible option. KLC employees did not fully defend the reasoning to not
make a more excavated trails system vs. repeated traffic trails as a better solution. The
original SP also references that when conventional harvesting is conducted that
“designated trails” are required and “random skidding in not appropriate”.

It was also foreseeable that skidding the area down slope could and would cause
scalping of the thin forest floor. Other harvest methods were available to KLC and
more excavated trails with rehabilitation or cable logging would have likely resulted in
lower soil disturbance. Once the decision was made to conventionally harvest the site,
due diligence of using low compaction machinery (KMC), frequent inspections and
some mitigation of surface water flow occurred. At the end of harvest, no concerns
were noted by KLC of soil disturbance despite the amount of forest floor displacement.
No soil surveys were conducted by KLC to ensure the site was within the prescribed
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limits of 5 %. Decompaction of the “repeated traffic” skid trails on site did not occur
and rehabilitation of forest floor displacement was not available due to site conditions.
This defence does not apply in this case.

MISTAKE OF FACT: The defence of mistake of fact is available to a person who
should not be punished for an alleged wrong doing that was a result of honestly relying
on information that, if correct, would not have led to a contravention. The
contraventions in this case were not the results of KLC relying on incorrect
information. This defence does not apply in this case.

OFFICIALLY INDUCED ERROR: The defence of officially induced error arises when
an accused commits a contravention or offence as a result of having relied on erroneous
advice or legal opinion from an official who is responsible for the administration of that
particular law. There is no evidence to indicate that KLC was given erroneous advice
from an official responsible for administering the applicable acts and regulations in this
case. This defence does not apply in this case.
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From: s.22,s.15

To: Upward, Katherine K FLNR:EX;
Subject: RE: DKL-29730 Agreed Statement of Facts
Date: Monday, August 13, 2012 10:00:52 AM
Attachments: 20120813074804456.pdf

s.22,s.15

Kalesnikoff Lumber Co. Ltd.

From: Upward, Katherine K FLNR:EX [mailto:Katherine.Upward@gov.bc.ca]
Sent: Thursday, August 09, 2012 11:41 AM

To: s.22,s.15

Subject: DKL-29730 Agreed Statement of Facts

His.22, s.15

As discussed, | have attached the agreed statements of facts. Please circle either agreed or
disagreed to the facts of this case and sign and date the bottom. You can send the signed

copy my mail , email or fax it. We have the OTBH scheduled for August 29" with time yet
to be determined.

If you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me,
Kathy

Katherine Upward, RPF
C&E Forester
Kootenay Lake Forestry Center
1907 Ridgewood Road
Nelson, BC V1L 6K1

s.17
250-825-1100 main office
250-825-9657 fax
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Proposed: Agreed Statement of Facts

Between:  Kalesnikoff Lumber Company Ltd. and the Ministry
of Forests, Lands and Natural Resource Operations

With respect to: ERA File # DKL -29730

This Agreed Statement of Facts has been agreed to by the undersigned with respect to
ERA file #DKL-29730 and is intended to inform the Delegated Decision Maker’s
determination with respect to this matter,

The facts are with respect to this matter:

Please circie if you are either in agreement or disagreement with each statement,

(Return the signed and dated Agreed Statement of Facts by fax or scanned email to
Katherine Upward, Kootenay Lake Forestry Centre at 250-825-9657 no later than August

24, 2012)

1. Kalesnikoff Lumber Company Ltd, is the licensee of record for Forest License

A0I72 .
@ Disagree

2. A30172 CP 23 Block 8 in this investigation is under the Forest Practice Code of
British Columbia Act.

@ee/'} Disagree
3. The block is-undgr a silviculture prescription.
Agree Disagree

4. Kalesnikoff Lumber Company Ltd signed a silviculture amendment prior to the
harvest of a portion of SU B (how SU B2 ainendment #2) allowing for conventional
harvest techniques to be used on that umit,

@ Disagree

5. Hlookoff Logging Ltd harvested SU B2 in the summer of 2008 using conventional

harvest tec liques. )
Agree Disagree
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6. Kalesnikoff inspected the block at or very near completion of harvest and found no
concerns with sojl disturbance,
@ee L Disagree

7. SU B2 has a 5% soil disturbance limit as prescribed in the silviculture prescription
amendment ﬁ;’l_,a__%, .
Qg_rfe/{_x Disagree

8. Hiookoff Building Ltd completed deactivation and rehabilitation on the block post
havvest in 2008.... .

Q\%EE, o Disagree

9, Kalesnikoff Lumber Company Ltd. exceeded the maximuin aliowable soil

distm'bargﬁjjjaﬂer rehabilitation had occurred.

Agree Disagree

Agreed upon as fact by:

For Kalesnikoff Lumber Company Ltd. $.22,5.15

Name $.22,5.15 i Date ﬂu@,ug{ {3 )205'?/
(print) (sign) A

For the Ministry of Forests, Lands and Natural Resource Operations

Name _@DWA%@QQO\ Date Guo} |3 | RO
{sign)

(print)
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From: Wiqggill, Garth W FLNR:EX

To: Upward, Katherine K FLNR:EX;
Subject: RE: DKL-29730 FPC verification
Date: Tuesday, September 11, 2012 1:25:01 PM
Thanks Kathy
Garth Wiggill

District Manager - Selkirk Resource District

Ministry of Forests, Lands & Natural Resource Operations
Ph 250 825 1101

Mailto:Garth.Wiggill@.gov.bc.ca

From: Upward, Katherine K FLNR:EX

Sent: Tuesday, September 11, 2012 12:41 PM
To: Wiggill, Garth W FLNR:EX

Subject: DKL-29730 FPC verification

Hi Garth

The attached documents confirm the legislation of the Forest Practice Code of
BC Act applies to CP 23. Kalesnikoff Lumber Company Ltd.’s FSP was approved
onJuly 14, 2005. On page 9 of the FSP, Kalesnikoff indicates that CPs already
approved will remain as FPC blocks. CP 23 was issued in 2003 prior to the FSP
approval and therefore remains FPC.

Any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Kathy

<< File: A30172_CP23 FTA issued date.pdf >> << File: Kal_FSP_approval_letter
[1].pdf >> <<File: Kales_FSP_original.pdf >>

Katherine Upward, RPF

C&E Forester
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Kootenay Lake Forestry Center
5.17 cell
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Forest Tenure Administration System (FTA) Page | of |
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FOREST STEWARDSHIP PLAN
Term: 5 years

Arrow/Boundary and Kootenay Lake Forest Districts

Kalesnikoff Lumber Co. Ltd.

Forest Licenses A20194 and A30172
Box 3000

Thrums, BC

VIN 3L8

E-mail:s 22, s.15@kalesnikoff.com
Phone: (250) 399-4211

Fax: (250) 399-4170

Authorised Licensee and RPF Signature:

Name:

Date:

s.22,s.15

Development Forester
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1.0 Introduction

This Forest Stewardship Plan (FSP) has been prepared for Kalesnikoff Lumber Co. Ltd. (KLC) Forest Licenses A20194 and A30172
located within the Arrow and Kootenay Lake Timber Supply Areas (TSA's). KLC operating areas are located in complex topography,
ranging from upland plateau through to steep mountainous terrain. The interplay between the topography and the social, economic, and
environmental values present in these operating areas creates complex challenges that demand higher levels of planning and public
involvement in order to achieve balanced resource use within the crown forests. Operating areas are largely distributed in the vicinity of
the communities of Castlegar and Nelson, mostly along the scenic slopes of the Kootenay River, Columbia River, and Slocan River
Valleys.

The FSP is a landscape level plan, which is focused on establishing strategies and results for conserving and protecting timber and non-
timber resource values for forest management activities. The FSP states measurable, enforceable results and strategies that must be
consistent with objectives set by government for a variety of forest values (e.g. fish, water, biodiversity, etc.). The FSP takes direction from
the Kootenay Boundary Higher Level Plan Order (KBHLPO), the Forest and Range Practices Act (FRPA), the Land Act (LA), the Drinking
Water Protection Act (DWPA), the Government Actions Regulation (GAR), and the Forest Planning and Practices Regulation (FPPR),
grandfathered sections of the Forest Practices Code Act of British Columbia (FPC), and other pertinent legislation that governs forest
practices. The FSP is the primary referral process for notifying the public, First Nations, and government agencies as to the future location
of Forest Development Units (FDU’s) and the strategies and results that will apply to the respective FDU's.

The FSP process promotes a consultative methodology that is intended to:

1. Maintain or improve current legislated environmental standards;

2. Encourage local community, government agency, and First Nation's involvement early in the planning process, moving from
review and comment on plan proposals to participation prior to and during the planning process;

3. Provide flexibility to adapt to market fluctuations, forest health emergencies, and changing customer demands;

4. Focus on landscape level planning, providing for identification, protection, and conservation of forest resources and resource
features prior to harvest planning; and

5. Shift the forest management focus from office approvals to field results, emphasizing an adaptive management approach to
facilitate continual improvement.

Forest Development Unit (FDU) Designations

Forest Development Units (FDU's) identify areas of planned development activities in the next 5 years. These FDU'’s are general in nature
and do not reflect the final development outcomes for a particular FDU. These FDU's are identified within KLC's traditional operating areas
within the Arrow and Kootenay Lake TSA's. 1:20000 scale maps indicating the FDU'’s are located within Appendix 1l

TSA Chart — Forest Development Area (hectares)
Unit’s (FDU)
Arrow — FLA20194 Deer 8088
AAC - 34703 m3 Gander 9034
Glade 2569
Merry 2763
Rialto 9506
Total 31960
Kootenay Lake — FLA30172 Apex 4069
AAC - 55247 m3 Blewett 11052
Falls 2002
Grohman 16536
Schroeder 4354
Total 38013

Content Requirements
Content requirements of a FSP are described in the Forest and Range Practices Act and its associated Forest Planning and Practices
Regulation.

A separate document, KLC's Planning Procedures for the Arrow/Boundary and Kootenay Lake Forest Districts, provides supporting
information for this plan. The supporting document is primarily prepared to ensure a consistent approach to planning is undertaken within
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KLC operations. This document will be made available to members of the public (if requested) to provide context to the main FSP, but it is
not considered part of the legal realm of the Forest Stewardship Plan.

1.1 Declared Areas

Cutblocks and roads that achieve the criteria of Section 196(1) (previously approved Category A where all pertinent assessments are
complete) are afforded protection from a previously approved Forest Development Plan into this FSP. These cutblocks and roads are
shown on the FSP maps and will be declared upon approval of this FSP. These Section 196(1) blocks and roads are not subject to review
and comment for the purposes of this FSP.

In addition, KLC will periodically submit “Declared Areas” notifications for those future cutblocks and roads that are substantially developed
and that can be measured against the strategies and results of this document. Appendix IV — Declared Areas, will summarize blocks and
roads achieving this status.

2.0 Public Review and Comment

Previous Forest Development Plan (FDP) methodology under the Forest Practices Code Act (FPCA) required licensees to focus
development activities prior to public review and comment. This planning practice often required a great deal of “up-front” development
work to formulate stand level plans that could then be assessed and critiqued by the public.

The Forest Stewardship Planning process provides for an alternative methodology whereby other resource users are required to identify
areas of concern within FDU'’s at the FSP stage to ensure that concerns are addressed prior to development of the area. Further referral
can be arranged at the FSP stage if knowledge of the final block shape is required to determine impacts on other resource users (i.e.
visual resources, water values). Comments specific to the FDU's will be recorded and kept on record to ensure that concerns are
considered at the development stage. If requested, affected stakeholders will be provided proposed block shapes and road locations and
given an opportunity (15 Days) to provide comments prior to cutting permit application by the company.

This FSP is the main operational planning tool and referral document for KLC's Forest Licenses A20194 and A30172 within the Arrow and
Kootenay Lake TSA'’s in the Southern Interior Forest Region. This plan is used for both "in-house" planning of harvesting and fieldwork
and as the principal referral document for other resource users. The plan is produced every five years with the option of extending it for
another 5 years. The Forest Stewardship Plan was made available for public review at the KLC office in Thrums for a period of not less
than 60 days. The general public was made aware that the FSP was available for review and comment through advertisements placed in
the local newspapers, and through referral notices that were sent out to potentially affected stakeholders. The FSP was made available for
public review at KLC's office located in Thrums during regular business hours 8 a.m. to 4 p.m. Monday through Friday. Additionally, KLC
posted the FSP on the company website (www.kalesnikoff.com) with a link for the public to provide written comments on the plan. KLC
provided a referral notice and requested a meeting with appropriate First Nations Representatives to discuss the FSP document. Written
comments received during the review period as well as revisions made during the referral period are summarized in Appendix Il and V.

3.0 Higher Level Plans
This FSP is prepared in concert with the most current version of the Kootenay Boundary Higher Level Plan Order (KBHLPO) (effective
October 26, 2002), and its approved variances current to February 15, 2005.

4.0 Objectives, Strategies, and Results

Critical to the preparation of the FSP is the recognition of the values identified either in the legislation, subject authority under Section 3-5
of the Forest Practices Code Act (with respect to the KBHLPO) and any grand-parented objectives that apply to the area proposed to be
covered by the FSP. Objectives, strategies, and results have been developed by KLC consistent with the FRPA and FPPR. Generally,
strategies and results apply generically across all FDU'’s. Objectives, results, and strategies are defined as follows:

Objectives set in regulation: These objectives are explicitly stated in the FPPR and apply provincially.

Objectives enabled by regulation: The GAR provides authority to the Ministers of Forests; Water, Land, and Air Protection; and
Sustainable Resource Management to establish objectives for certain items described in the regulation. These objectives can apply at
many different scales.

Land Use Objectives: These are objectives specific to a certain area that have been established through a Landscape Unit Plan or
another Higher Level Plan such as the Kootenay Boundary Higher Level Plan Order. The Minister of Sustainable Resource Management
sets these objectives.
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Strategies: These are measurable or verifiable steps or practices that will be carried out in order to meet a particular established
objective, and describe the situations or circumstances that determine where in a forest development unit the steps or practices will be
applied.

Results: These are a description of measurable or verifiable outcomes in respect of a particular established objective, and the situations
or circumstances that determine where in a forest development unit the outcomes will be applied.

4.1 Objectives set by government for soils (FPPR Section 5)
The objective set by government for soils is, without unduly reducing the supply of timber from British Columbia’s forests, to conserve the
productivity and the hydrologic function of soils.

Element Strategy/Results
Soil disturbance limits Default practice requirements outlined in section 35 of the FPPR will be followed.
Limits for permanent Default practice requirements outlined in section 36 of the FPPR will be followed.
access structures
Landslides Default practice requirements outlined in section 37 of the FPPR will be followed.
Gully processes Default practice requirements outlined in section 38 are not applicable to this FSP.
Natural surface drainage | Default practice requirements outlined in section 39 of the FPPR will be followed.
patterns
Revegetation Default practice requirements outlined in section 40 of the FPPR will be followed.

4.2 Objectives set by government for timber (FPPR Section 6)
The objective set by government for timber is to

(@ maintain or enhance an economically valuable supply of commercial timber from British Columbia’s forests,

(b) ensure that delivered wood costs, generally, after taking into account the effect on them of the relevant provisions of this
regulation and of the Act, are competitive in relation to equivalent costs in relation to regulated primary forest activities in other
jurisdictions, and

(c) ensure that the provisions of this regulation and of the Act that pertain to primary forest activities do not unduly constrain the
ability of a holder of an agreement under the Forest Act to exercise the holder's rights under the agreement.

By virtue of Section 12(8) of the FPPR, results and strategies are not required for the objectives set by government for timber.

Element Strategy/Results

Free Growing Stand On all FDU'’s within the FSP area, utilise the stocking standards as provided in Appendix | of this FSP.

Modification of Insect Default practice requirements outlined in section41 of the FPPR will be followed.
Behavior

Use of seed Default practice requirements outlined in section 43 of the FPPR will be followed.

Use of livestock Default practice requirements outlined in section 42 are not applicable to this FSP.

Legal objectives & strategies contained within the Kootenay-Boundary Higher Level Plan Order KBHLPO.

KBHLPO Objectives Supporting FRPA Value

Objective 7 — Enhanced Resource Development Zones — Timber: This objective is not applicable to the FDU areas at the time of FSP
development as none of KLC's operations are located within an Enhanced Resource Development Zone.

Objective 10 — Forest Economy: This objective is not applicable to the FSP process as objective analysis is the requirement of
government.

4.3 Objectives set by government for wildlife (FPPR Section 7)
The objective set by government for wildlife is, without unduly reducing the supply of timber from British Columbia’s forests, to conserve a
sufficient wildlife habitat in terms of amount of area, distribution of areas, and attributes of those areas, for

(@) the survival of species at risk,

(b) the survival of regionally important wildlife, and

(c) the winter survival of specified ungulate species.
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Objectives set by government for wildlife and biodiversity — (FPPR Section 9 and 9.1)

The objective set by government for biodiversity at the landscape level is, without unduly reducing the supply of timber from

British Columbia’s forests, to design areas, on which timber harvesting is to be carried out, that resemble, both spatially and temporally, the
patterns of natural disturbance that occur within the landscape. The objective set by government for wildlife, and for biodiversity at the
stand level is, without unduly reducing the supply of timber from British Columbia’s forests, to retain wildlife trees.

Wildlife habitat areas Practice requirements not applicable to FDU's at time of FSP development, as Wildlife Habitat Areas have not
and objectives been established within KLC operating areas under Section 10 of the GAR.

Wildlife habitat features | Practice requirements not applicable to FDU'’s at time of FSP development, as Wildlife Habitat Features have
not been identified within KLC operating areas under Section 11 of the GAR.

Maximum cutblock size | Default practice requirements outlined in section 64 of the FPPR will be followed.

Harvesting adjacent to Practice requirements under Objective 4 of the KBHLPO will be followed.
another cutblock

Wildlife tree retention Default practice requirements outlined in section 66 of the FPPR will be followed.
Restriction on Default practice requirements outlined in section 67 of the FPPR will be followed.
harvesting

Coarse Woody Debris Default practice requirements outlined in section 68 of the FPPR will be followed.

FPPR Section 7 — Ungulate Winter Range

FPPR Section 7 Notices have been enacted by the Minister Responsible for the Wildlife Act. These notices provide indicators of the
amount, distribution, and attributes of wildlife habitat required for the winter survival of ungulate species for specified Landscape Units in the
Arrow and Kootenay Lake Timber Supply Areas.

Result/Strategy: To ensure the stewardship of habitat required to sustain populations of wintering ungulates in these landscape units, the
forest cover requirements prescribed in the following table will be applied over the vegetated portions of the Ungulate Winter Range
Management Units (refer to Appendix 3 — Ungulate Winter Ranges Map), excluding water, private land, Federal Land, Protected Areas, and
broadleaf polygons (as defined in the BC Land Cover Classification Scheme).

Forest Cover Requirements for Ungulate Winter Range

Ungulate Priority BEC Minimum Forest
Winter Range ungulate subzones forest cover Characteristics
Attribute species area Age (yrs) | Evergreen
Crown
Closure
Snow Mule deer IDFun 20% >81 10-20%
Interception ICHdw 30% >81 >40%
Cover ICHMwW2 40% >101 >40%
Elk IDFun 10% >81 >40%
ICHdw 20% >81 >40%
ICHmw?2 30% >101 >40%
Forage Area All Species | All subzones 10% >81 dispersed
or patches

e  Forest cover requirements and characteristics prescribed in the above table are applied within an Ungulate Winter Range Management
Unit for single priority ungulate species areas by Biogeoclimatic Subzones [BEC].

e Ininstances where an Ungulate Winter Range Management Unit contains more than one BEC, the forest cover requirement for the
BEC that occupies the greater area is applied.

o No more than 40% of the area over which the forest cover requirements are applied is to be in an early seral stage at any given time.
For this purpose early seral is defined as stands less than 21 years in age.

e  Forest cover requirements prescribed for Forage Management Units are determined from the sum of all Forage Management Units
within the Ungulate Winter Range Management Unit. When spatially applied, forest cover distribution can be disproportionate among
these Forage Management Units.

e  Allforest stands situated on the Provincial Forest land base which meet the characteristics described in Table 1, including areas which
are inoperable or constrained for timber harvesting, contribute to meeting this objective.

Page 4
Part 2 Page 147
FNR-2013-00342



e  Forest age is based on best available information.

o  Forest stands with suitable snow interception characteristics which are younger than the ages prescribed in Table 1 can contribute to
meeting this objective in instances where a Qualified Professional has confirmed through field assessment that the younger stands
have suitable snow interception characteristics.

e  Forest stands meeting the ages specified in Table 1 which have previously been subject to light partial cutting can contribute to
meeting this objective in instances where a Qualified Professional has confirmed through field assessment that these stands have
suitable snow interception characteristics.

¢ Ininstances where forest retention requirements are in deficit, a spatially explicit recruitment strategy must be submitted to the MWLAP
Regional Manager of Environmental Stewardship Division for approval prior to additional timber harvesting taking place.

e This objective does not affect operational needs to address wildfires and serious forest health issues, including the salvage of timber.

e This objective does not affect operational plans required for construction of trails or roads.

FPPR Section 7 — Species at Risk

FPPR Section 7 Notices have been enacted by the Minister Responsible for the Wildlife Act. These notices provide indicators of the
amount, distribution, and attributes of wildlife habitat required for the winter survival of species at risk in the Arrow and Kootenay Lake
Timber Supply Areas.

Result/Strategy Kootenay Lake District:

Coeur d'Alene Salamander (Plethodon idahoensis) — Results and Strategies are not provided as there are no inventoried occurrence sites
of the species within or adjacent to the FDU's.

Rocky Mountain Tailed Frog (Ascaphus_montanus) — Results and Strategies are not provided as there are no inventoried occurrence sites
of the species within or adjacent to the FDU's.

Result/Strategy Arrow Forest District:

Coeur d’Alene Salamander (Plethodon idahoensis) — Results and Strategies are not provided as there are no inventoried occurrence sites
of the species within or adjacent to the FDU's.

Flammulated Owl (Otus flammeolus) — Results and Strategies are not provided as there are no inventoried occurrence sites of the species
within or adjacent to the FDU's.

“Interior” Western Screech Owl (Otus kennicottii macfarlanei) — Results and Strategies are not provided as there are no inventoried
occurrence sites of the species within or adjacent to the FDU's.

Regardless of the inventory data, the attributes provided for the Species at Risk in the Section 7 Notices may indicate potential habitat for a
particular species at risk. Should any of the species at risk be observed outside of the known occurrence sites, KLC will notify the Minister
responsible for the Wildlife Act of its existence prior to implementation of development activities.

Legal objectives & strategies contained within the Kootenay-Boundary Higher Level Plan Order KBHLPO.

KBHLPO Objectives Supporting FRPA Value

Objective 1 - Biodiversity Emphasis: The Arrow and Kootenay Lake Forest Districts have legally established Landscape Unit (LU)
boundaries and assigned Biodiversity Emphasis Options (BEO's) within each landscape unit. LU's are summarized in the companion
document.

Objective 2 — Old and Mature Forest: Section 2 of the KBHLPO provides practice rules that will be utilized for the term of this FSP.
Objective 3 — Caribou: Section 3 of the KBHLPO provides practice rules that will be utilized for the term of this FSP. The Apex FDU is
the only operating area that contains Resource Management Zones (RMZ's) designated for caribou. For the term of this FSP, no new
cutting permits or road permits will be proposed in RMZ's designated for caribou.

Objective 4 — Green-up: Section 4 of the Kootenay-Boundary Higher Level Plan Order provides practice rules that will be utilized for the
term of this FSP.

Objective 5 - Grizzly Bear Habitat and Connectivity Corridors: Mapping of important grizzly bear habitat has not been completed or
made available by the Ministry of Sustainable Resource Management (MSRM). Connectivity corridors have been mapped and will be
utilized for the purposes of allocating mature and old targets as stated under Objective 2 — Old and Mature Forest.

Obijective 8 — Fire-maintained Ecosystems: Section 8 of the Kootenay-Boundary Higher Level Plan Order provides practice rules that will
be utilized for the term of this FSP. The Deer FDU is the only operating area that contains NDT4 ecosystems (those considered to be fire-
maintained ecosystems) as defined in the KBHLPO. For the term of this FSP, no new cutting permits or road permits will be proposed in
these ecosystem types.

Page 5
Part 2 Page 148
FNR-2013-00342




4.4 Objectives set by government for water, fish, wildlife, and biodiversity within riparian areas (FPPR
Section 8)

The objective set by government for water, fish, wildlife and biodiversity within riparian areas is, without unduly reducing the supply of
timber from British Columbia’s forests, to conserve, at the landscape level, the water quality, fish habitat, wildlife habitat and biodiversity
associated with those riparian areas.

Element Strategy/Results

Stream riparian classes | Default practice requirements outlined in section 47 of the FPPR will be followed.

Wetland riparian classes | Default practice requirements outlined in section 48 of the FPPR will be followed.

Lake riparian classes Default practice requirements outlined in section 49 of the FPPR will be followed.

Restrictions in a riparian | Default practice requirements outlined in section 50 of the FPPR will be followed.
management area

Restrictions in a riparian | Default practice requirements outlined in section 51 of the FPPR will be followed.
reserve zone

FPPR Section 12(3) — Restrictions in a Riparian Management Zone

Default practice requirements outlined in section 52 of the FPPR will be followed. Additionally, the following strategy will be employed for
retaining trees in a riparian management zone:

Result/Strategy: Riparian Management Zone Retention

Stream Class Minimum Level of
Basal Area Retention
S1A, S1B, S2, S3 >20%
S4 >10%
S5 >10%
S6 N/A
Wetlands and Lakes
All Classes | >10%

Selection of leave trees within an RMZ: Remove windthrow prone and bark beetle infested trees. Retain wildlife trees, non-
merchantable stems, and understorey vegetation. Focus retention within 10 metres of the channel or riparian reserve zone, only if windfirm.
Note: In all cases, the specific riparian management prescription must be specified in applicable site plans. In some cases, more than the
basal area retention targets specified may be retained to account for specific issues (i.e. to windfirm boundaries, temperature sensitive
streams, operability constraints, etc.). Safety considerations and adherence to WCB Regulations will play a key role in determining the
specific options. Application of general management objectives will be most difficult in the case of S6 streams, particularly in areas where
cable yarding systems are prescribed. In these areas, every effort will be made to avoid disturbance of stream banks and to prevent
deposition of debris in the channel.

Temperature sensitive Default practice requirements outlined in section 53 of the FPPR will be followed.
streams

Fan destabilization Default practice requirements outlined in section 54 are not applicable to this FSP.
Stream Crossings Default practice requirements outlined in section 55 of the FPPR will be followed.
Fish Passage Default practice requirements outlined in section 56 of the FPPR will be followed.

Protection of Fish and Default practice requirements outlined in section 57 of the FPPR will be followed.
Fish Habitat

Use of livestock in Default practice requirements outlined in section 58 are not applicable to this FSP.
riparian areas

Protecting water quality | Default practice requirements outlined in section 59 of the FPPR will be followed.

Licensed waterworks Default practice requirements outlined in section 60 of the FPPR will be followed.
Excavated or bladed Default practice requirements outlined in section 61 of the FPPR will be followed.
trails

Roads in a community Default practice requirements outlined in section 62 of the FPPR will be followed.
watershed

Use of fertilizers Default practice requirements outlined in section 63 are not applicable to this FSP.

Community watersheds | Practice requirements not applicable to FDU's at time of FSP development, as Water Quality Objectives have

and water quality not been established for the Community Watersheds located within KLC operating areas under Section 8 of
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objectives the GAR.
Fisheries sensitive Practice requirements not applicable to FDU's at time of FSP development, as Fisheries Sensitive Watershed
watersheds Objectives have not been established within KLC operating areas under Section 14 of the GAR.

Lakeshore management
zone

Practice requirements not applicable to FDU's at time of FSP development, as Lakeshore Management Zones
and Objectives have not been established within KLC operating areas under Section 6 of the GAR.

Legal objectives & strategies contained within the Kootenay-Boundary Higher Level Plan Order KBHLPO.

HLPO Objectives Supporting FRPA Value

Objective 6 — Consumptive Use Streams:

Objective 6 refers to streams located within domestic watersheds. Section 6 of the KBHLPO provides practice rules that will be utilized for
the term of this FSP. Given the extensive water licensing within KLC's operating areas, individual water license holders will not be
provided with direct referrals during the public advertising of this FSP. Instead, water licensees will be notified of proposed development
activities as stand level developments are proposed within the larger FDU's.

4.5 Objectives set by government for cultural heritage resources — (FPPR Section 10)

The objective set by government for cultural heritage resources is to conserve, or, if necessary, protect cultural heritage resources that are
(@) the focus of a traditional use by an aboriginal people that is of continuing importance to that people, and
(b) not regulated under the Heritage Conservation Act.

Element

Strategy/Results

Cultural heritage
resource not regulated
by the Heritage
Conservation Act.

The FSP referral process encourages direct discussions with affected First Nation's representatives that are
focused on establishing standardized procedures for referring proposed developments to the various Bands
and Nations with regards to the management of Cultural Heritage and traditional use resources. In this
regard, KLC began the process by sending referral letters to the following First Nation Tribal Councils and
Bands:
Ktunaxa/Kinbasket Tribal Council

Lower Kootenay Indian Band
Okanagan Nation Alliance

Lower Similkameen Indian Band

Okanagan Indian Band

Osoyoos Indian Band

Penticton Indian Band

Upper Similkameen Indian Band

Westbank First Nation

Spallumcheen Indian Band

In addition to referral letter issuance, KLC proceeded to follow-up with the Okanagan Nation Alliance, the
Ktunaxa/Kinbasket Tribal Council, and the Lower Kootenay Indian Band through phone discussions and email
exchanges to set up times to review the FSP document and more specifically discuss issues of Cultural
Heritage and Traditional Use Resources. These informal discussions are documented as attachments in
Appendix 2 of this document. Also included in the appendix are two response letters from the Spallumcheen
Indian Band and the Westbank First Nation, which are the only formal documentation received during the
review and comment period.

At the time of the final FSP submission, KLC has yet to meet directly with any of the First Nation's groups with
respect to the FSP. However, KLC has committed to continue dialogue regarding cultural/ traditional use
values with the First Nation groups and to provide information when and if requested by those parties. KLC
will also continue its regular involvement in Ministry of Forest's led consultation tables as they exist for both
the Ktunaxa/Kinbasket Tribal Council and the Okanagan Nation Alliance, as these tables provide greater
opportunities to meet with First Nation’s representatives.

4.6 Objectives Set by Government for Visual Quality (FPPR Section 9.2)
This objective set by government does not contain specific text within the FPPR as specified in other objectives set by government. This
objective set by government has a corresponding objective as contained in the Kootenay-Boundary Higher Level Plan Order KBHLPO and
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District Level Visual Quality Objectives established prior to October 24, 2002 (continued under Section 181 of FRPA and Section 17 of the
GAR). The results and strategies provided for this objective attempts to clarify the relationship between the HLPO objective for Visuals
(Scenic Areas and Classes) and the District Level Visual Quality Objectives grandfathered under FRPA.

Legal objectives & strategies contained within the Kootenay-Boundary Higher Level Plan Order KBHLPO.

HLPO Objectives Supporting FRPA Value

Objective 7 - Visuals:

The KBHLPO designates scenic areas within KLC's traditional operating areas. Grandparented district level Visual Quality Objectives
(VQO's) provide context to and meet the requirements of the scenic area designations. On all FDU'’s, a visual assessment will be carried
out for planned developments that are located in an area with a Visual Quality Objective. The visual assessment will review the visual
landscape from major viewpoints and determine the percent alteration on a perspective view basis. Visual modification on a perspective
scale will follow the guidance and strategies described in the Visual Impact Assessment Guidebook (2. Ed., January 2001) for those
areas that are deemed to be located within a Visual Quality Objective (VQO) of Preservation (P), Retention (R), Partial Retention (PR), or
Modification (M). Where the recommended limits of the Visual Impact Assessment Guidebook are exceeded, a rationale will be provided
in the VIA or corresponding Site Plans.
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4.7 Other FSP Values

Element

Strategy/Results

Invasive plants

Occurrence of knapweed and thistle is pervasive in the ICH and IDF biogeoclimatic zones, being particularly
problematic along roads, on landings, and on disturbed sites (i.e. transmission corridors). Diligent
revegetation of disturbed areas following road construction, landing rehabilitation, and road deactivation is
KLC's principle method of reducing colonization by invasive plants. Newly constructed roads and
deactivated roads and landings will be grass seeded as soon as feasible and within one year of disturbance
to limit the spread of invasive plant species.

Karst

Resource feature not applicable to FDU's at time of FSP development, as karst has not been identified as a
resource feature within KLC operating areas under Section 5 of the GAR.

Range Development

Resource feature not applicable to FDU's at time of FSP development, as range or livestock structures,
excavations, or trails have not been identified as resource features within KLC operating areas under Section
5 of the GAR. As there are no grazing tenures within the FDU’s, range barriers are not considered to be an
issue.

Research or
experimental lands

One known research installation has been formally established within KLC's operating area. KLC is an active
participant in the Long Term Soil Productivity trial located in the Rover Creek operating area. KLC will
continue to cooperate with the Research Proponents to further the development of this ongoing project, even
though the research or experimental lands have not been identified as resource features within KLC operating
areas under Section 5 of the GAR.

Permanent sample site
SNOW courses

Resource feature not applicable to FDU’s at time of FSP development, as permanent sample site snow
courses have not been identified as resource features within KLC operating areas under Section 5 of the
GAR.

Interpretive forest site,
recreation site,
recreation facility,
recreation feature, or
recreation trail

KLC will continue to respect the qualities and objectives associated with the numerous commercial and MOF
established recreation sites within KLC's operating areas. MOF recreation sites grandfathered under section
180 of FRPA have established objectives which will be respected by the company. Commercial recreation
ventures do not fall under this category.

Coolie Lake — Gander Chart — Arrow

Deer Creek Falls Trail System — Deer Chart — Arrow

Merry Creek Interpretive Trails — Merry Chart — Arrow

Baldface Lodge — Grohman Chart — Kootenay Lake

Elephant Mountain Trails — Grohman Chart — Kootenay Lake

Hall Creek Siding Ski Trails — Kootenay Lake

Nelson Nordic Ski Club — Kootenay Lake

Saddle Hut (Nelson Sno-Goers) — Kootenay Lake

Schroeder Creek Trail — Schroeder Chart — Kootenay Lake

Six Mile Lakes — Grohman Chart — Kootenay Lake

Snowater Creek Lodge — Blewett Chart — Kootenay Lake

Whitewater Ski and Winter Resort — Apex Chart — Kootenay Lake

5.0 Additional FSP Information
In addition to the objectives, strategies, and results, there are several other items to be addressed in this FSP.

5.1 Areas under CP/RP

Areas under existing cutting permit or road permit are shown on the FSP maps. These existing permits will not be rolled into FRPA; thus,
they will continue to be administered under the statutes in place at the time of their approvals.

5.2 Stocking Standards

The FSP must describe stocking standards that will apply on the FDU's (FPPR s. 16). These standards are itemized in Appendix |.

5.3 Cumulative Effect of Multiple FSP’s
Where applicable, the FSP must address the cumulative effect of multiple FSP’s in an area FPPR s. 19. There are no other FSP’s on the
area of this FSP, and therefore this item is not applicable. Nevertheless, the company will continue to communicate its intentions to BC
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Timber Sales and other licensees in shared LU's and attempt to proactively address and resolve landscape unit level issues prior to cutting
permit application.
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Appendix |
Stocking Standards — Arrow TSA

Arrow Stocking Standards.pdf
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Appendix |
Stocking Standards — Kootenay Lake TSA

Kootenay Stocking Standards.pdf
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Appendix I
Referral Summary

Submission of FSP

Referral Contacts

Advertising

Nelson Daily News
Castlegar News
Castlegar Citizen
Pennywise

Commercial Recreation Licensees

Jim Fraps — Baldface Lodge
Patrick Maloney — Snowwater Lodge
Mike Adams — Whitewater Ski and Winter Resort

Commercial Interests (Crown Land)

BC Gas Utility Ltd.
BC Hydro and Power
Fortis BC Ltd.

First Nations

Ktunaxa/Kinbasket Tribal Council
Lower Kootenay Band
Okanagan Nation Alliance
Lower Similkameen Indian Band
Okanagan Indian Band
Osoyoos Indian Band
Penticton Indian Band
Upper Similkameen Indian Band
Westbank First Nation
Spallumcheen Indian Band

Watershed Groupst!

Blewett Watershed Society

Deer Creek Community Watershed
Krestova Improvement District
Raspberry Robson Improvement District
Six Mile Water User Community
Whitehead Waterworks District
Wolverton Creek Waterworks

Land and Water BC

Robin Fawcett — Commercial Recreation

Ministry of Energy and Mines

David Terry — Regional Geologist

Ministry of Forests

Larry Peitzche — District Manager Arrow Forest District
Garry Beaudry — District Manager Kootenay Lake Forest District

Ministry of Sustainable Resource Management

Ken Gorsline — District Manager — Kootenay District Office

Ministry of Transportation

Dave Smith — West Kootenay District

Ministry of Water Land and Air Protection

Mike Knapik — Ecosystem Specialist

Municipal Governments

Jim Gustafson — Chief Administrative Officer — City of Castlegar

Norm Carruthers — City Manager — City of Nelson

Carole McGowan — Deputy Chief Administrative Officer — Regional District of
Central Kootenay

Rae Sawyer — Chief Administrative Officer — Village of Kaslo

The deadline for comments is 60 days from the date of the submission of this plan to the Ministry of Forests (November 22,
2004). Referral notices to affected stakeholders will be mailed on November 22, 2004. Newspaper advertisements will be
posted in various newspapers during the week of November 22, 2004 and the week of November 29, 2004.

INote: Given that KLC's operating areas encompass or influence over 1400 individual water licenses, individual license holders will not
be provided with direct referrals during the public advertising of this FSP. Instead, water licensees will be notified of proposed
development activities as stand level developments are proposed within the larger FDU's.  Watershed Groups that have been referred
this plan are those groups with which KLC has established and maintained long-standing working relationships with respect to forest
management in specific watersheds or operating areas.
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Submission Report on Public Review and Comment:

The following text provides context to the requirements of FPPR Section 22(2), whereby a person who submits a FSP must provide the
Minister with the following required information:

A copy of the notice published under section 20: See Appendix 2
A copy of each written comment received under section 21: See Appendix 2

A description of any changes made to the plan as a result of the comments received under section 21: Appendix 2 provides
copies of all written submissions from the general public and government agencies during the review and comment period of the FSP.
While no changes were made to the FSP as a result of public review and comment submissions, substantial changes were made to the
FSP as a result of the major amendments to the FRPA Act and Regulations as enacted during the review and comment period of the
FSP. Along with the Final FSP document submission for approval, a “tracked changes” version of the document is also provided to the
approving agency to highlight the various changes to the original plan submission.
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Appendix Il
FSP Maps

overview map.jpg
apex fdu.jpg
blewett fdu.jpg
deer fdu.jpg
falls fdu.jpg
gander fdu.jpg
glade fdu.jpg
grohman fdu.jpg
merry fdu.jpg
rialto fdu.jpg

schroeder fdu.jpg
unqgul ate winter range.wmf
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Appendix IV
Declared Areas

Cutblocks:
FDU Declaration CpP Gross Area | Volume m3 Comments
Date Reference (ha)
Roads:
FDU Declaration RP Length (km) Status Comments
Date Reference
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Appendix V
FSP Amendment Log

Amendment
Number

Amendment
Date

Amendment Details
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