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1 INTERPRETATION

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

In this Forest Stewardship Plan:
“Agreements” means the Tenures listed in Table 1.
“Agreement holders” means the companies and licenses listed in Table 2.

“Commencement of Term” means the date the Term of this FSP begins, as specified in
Paragraph 2.3.

“FDU” means a Forest Development Unit as defined in the Forest Planning and Practices
Regulation B.C. Reg. 14/2004 consolidated to March 18, 2005.

“FPC” means the Forest Practices Code of British Columbia Act RSBC 1996, ¢ 159.

“FPPR” means the Forest Planning and Practices Regulation, effective January 31, 2004, B.C.
Reg. 14/2004 and as amended up to BC Reg 102/2005.

“FRPA” means the Forest and Range Practices Act, RSBC 2002, c. 69, as amended to 31 Mar
2005 (BC Reg 38/05).

“FSP” means this Forest Stewardship Plan.
“KLRMP” means the Kamloops Land and Resource Management Plan.

“Order” means the Order of the Minister of Agriculture and Lands amending an Order dated
January 23, 1996 that declared the Kamloops Land and Resource Management Plan to be a
Higher Level Plan; dated January 23, 2006.

“Survival” (of a species) means the continuation of life or existence of a species not individuals.
“Term” means the period specified in Paragraph 2.2.

Small scale salvage harvest areas are not considered in any forest cover calculations within this
FSP.

In this FSP, the singular includes the plural and the plural includes the singular, unless the context
indicates otherwise.

The provisions of this FSP do not apply to the holders of this FSP when carrying out a forest
practice or activity that is in relation to any program funded by the provincial or federal
government.

If an objective for which a result or strategy is included under this FSP is cancelled, the result or
strategy under this FSP pertaining to that objective is no longer applicable effective the date of
cancellation of the objective.

Without limiting the other provisions of this Part, this FSP does not apply to timber harvesting, road
construction or related activities undertaken by or for the holders of this FSP if and to the extent
the government, with the consent of the holders of this FSP, expressly authorizes such activities to
be undertaken in a manner that differs from the requirements of this FSP.
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2 DATE OF SUBMISSION, COMMENCMENT OF TERM & TERM OF THE FSP

4

2.1 The date of submission of this Forest Stewardship Plan (this “FSP") is September 29, 2006.

2.2 SubjecttoParagraph-24.4The Term of this FSP will be 5 years from the Commencement of Term.

2.3 The Commencement of Term for this FSP is

APPLICATION OF THE FOREST STEWARDSHIP PLAN

3.1 This FSP applies to the Agreement Holders and Agreements indicated in the following table:

Table 1.
Agreement Holder Agreement
Canadian Forest Products Ltd. FL A18688
Canadian Forest Products Ltd. TFL 18

3.2 For the purposes of section 197 (4), (5), and (7) of the FRPA,

a.

the results, strategies, measures and stocking requirements of this FSP apply to all new
cutting permits issued after the Commencement of Term of this FSP

the results, strategies and measures of this FSP apply to each road that is the subject of a
road permit granted to an Agreement Holder if the road permit was granted before the
approval of this FSP, and is still in effect on the date of approval of this FSP.

the stocking standards in this FSP apply to all cutblocks if the cutblock is the subject of a site
plan prepared on or after the Commencement of Term of this FSP. As set out in FRPA Section

197(5), the stocking standards set out in this plan also apply to those blocks listed in Appendix
At

The Chief Forester Standards for Seed Use will be used for all blocks subject to this FSP.

IDENTIFYING FOREST DEVELOPMENT UNITS
4.1 There are no forest development units in effect on the Date of Submission of this FSP.

4.2 The following table lists the new forest development units in this FSP:

Table 2.
FDU Name Agreement Holder Agreement
FLN Canadian Forest Products FL A18688
FLS Canadian Forest Products FL A18688
FLK Canadian Forest Products FL A18688
TFL18 Canadian Forest Products TFL 18

Figure 1 (next page) shows the boundaries of all FDU’s in this FSP.
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Page 9 of 130 FNR-2016-62778 TR



Submission Copy - Forest Stewardship Plan 2006
Canadian Forest Products Ltd. — Vavenby Division

Figure 1.

; FSP Forest
| |Development Unit Map

s
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4.3 The following areas, as indicated on the FSP content maps (1:100,000 scale), are included within the
FDU’s and are considered to have received the Minister's approval under the FRPA: areas referred to
in section 196 (1) of the FRPA; areas referred to in section 196 (2) of the FRPA; cutting permits and
road permits.

4.4 The maps included in this FSP show the location of the following items that were in effect on the date
of submission:

a. Ungulate winter range areas, wildlife habitat areas, fisheries sensitive watersheds, lakeshore
management zones, scenic areas, L1 lakes, community watersheds, old growth management
areas, areas where commercial timber harvesting is prohibited by an enactment.

b. The areas subject to an Agreement Holder's cutting permit or a road permit.

5 RESULTS AND STRATEGIES

5.1 Objective Set by Government; Order of the Minister of Agriculture and Lands, dated January
23, 2006 - FPC s.3

5.1.1 Inrelation to the objective set by government for Water Management (2.1.2 index #17) the
results/strategies that apply to the areas of harvesting, road construction, mechanical site
preparation, or broadcast burning operations, in each FDU are that the holder of this FSP
will;

a. atleast 60 days prior to initiating harvesting, road construction, mechanical site
preparation, or broadcast burning operations on a cutblock, provide the registered
domestic water licensee with written notice of the planned activity, as long as that
planned activity:

i. is within 200 meters upslope of the registered water licensee point of diversion,

b. For the purpose of this section “mechanical site preparation" means a site preparation
method requiring the use of wheeled or tracked equipment.

c. Forthe purpose of this section “registered domestic water licensee” means a water
licensee licensed for domestic use, having a licensed point of diversion as identified in
Land and Water BC GIS coverage as it was 4 months or less before the date-of
submissienef-commencement of term this FSP, and updated annually thereafter.

5.1.2 Inrelation to the objective set by government for Riparian Management Areas (2.1.2.1
index #32) the results/strategies that apply are as set out in Section 5.4 of this FSP.

5.1.3 Inrelation to the objective set by government for Ecosystem Management (2.1.3 index
#42) the results/strategies that apply are as set out in Sections 5.7.1 / 5.8.1 of this FSP.

5.1.4 Inrelation to the objective set by government for Biodiversity Emphasis Options (2.1.3.1
index #48) the results/strategies that apply are as set out in Section 5.3, Section 5.4,
Section 5.7, and Section 5.8 of this FSP.

5.1.5 Inrelation to the objective set by government for Inland Fisheries (2.1.5 index #65) the
results/strategies that apply to the holder of this FSP for road construction, maintenance,
deactivation and timber harvesting in all FDU'’s are:

a. As set outin Section 5.20 of this FSP with respect to recreation sites, and

b. The holder of this FSP will not construct permanent road within a zone subject to an
order under Section 58(1) of FRPAurless,

Page 9 of 31
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| Formatted: Bullets and Numbering ]

5.1.6 Inrelation to the objective set by government for Range (2.1.10 index #120), and in
addition to those results/strategies as set out in Section 6.2 of this FSP, the
results/strategies that apply to the areas of silviculture activity in each FDU are:

a. Prior to the submission of a cut block for harvest authority approval the range tenure < ( Formatted: Bullets and Numbering |
holder(s). as defined consistent with Section 6.2.1 a). will be contacted and offered an
opportunity to provide recommendations regarding the block and road plan and
proposed management actions.

N [ Formatted: Indent: Left: 1.13" ]

a:b. Where cattle grazing damage or artificially seeded range grass competition is
identified as reducing plantation stocking or affecting the survival of seedlings, the
holder of this FSP will:

| Formatted: Bullets and Numbering ]

i. Make all reasonable efforts to meet with the range tenure holder responsible for
the area and develop an agreement to manage any cattle or range use issues
affecting seedling performance or plantation success, or

1. Where agreement cannot be reached, agreed actions are not carried
out by the range tenure holder, or seedling survival is repeatedly
affected by the activities of a range tenure holder,

a. The holder of this FSP will make the Designated Decision Maker ~ * | Formatted: Bullets and Numbering |
aware of the issue, and

a-i. _if the issue remains unresolved after a review with the range
tenure holder and designated decision maker, The holder of
this FSP will conduct a silviculture survey of the block and
provide that survey to the Ministry of Forests. eensistent

5.1.7 Inrelation to the objective set by government for Wildlife (2.1.12 index #134) the
results/strategies that apply to the areas of timber harvesting and road construction activity
in each FDU are as set out in Section 5.3 of this FSP and,

a. Within FDU FLK, The holder of this FSP will participate, along with other participating
forest licensees and agency representatives within the Kamloops Forest District, to
identify for Wildlife Habitat Area designation,

i. The lesser of 3,300 ha or the amount present on the Commencement of Term,
of crown land in the Kamloops Forest District, that meets the distribution and
attributes set out in the background information document’ for the Flammulated
Owl for the Term of this FSP, and

ii. The lesser of 60 ha or the amount present on the Commencement of Term, of
crown land in the Kamloops Forest District, that meets the distribution and
attributes set out in the background information document for the “Interior”
Western Screech Owl for the Term of this FSP.

iii. The lesser of 650 ha or the amount present on the Commencement of Term, of
crown land in the Kamloops Forest District, that meets the distribution and

! Background Information for Wildlife Habitat for Species At Risk Objectives Under the Kamloops Land and Resource Management
Plan, in the Kamloops Forest District; undated, downloaded June 8, 2006.
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attributes set out in the background information document for the Lewis's
Woodpecker for the Term of this FSP.

iv. The lesser of 35 ha or the amount present on the Commencement of Term, of
crown land in the Kamloops Forest District, that meets the distribution and
attributes set out in the background information document for the Badger for the
Term of this FSP.

v. The lesser of 120 ha or the amount present on the Commencement of Term, of
crown land in the Kamloops Forest District, that meets the distribution and
attributes set out in the background information document for the Spotted Bat for
the Term of this FSP.

b. If the participatory process outlined in 5.1.7 a does not occur, then the holder of this
FSP will, within FDU FLK, ensure harvesting or road construction within areas of
known occurrences, based on location information provided to the holder by the
Ministry of Environment, will be consistent with the identified wildlife provisions as set
out in the Accounts and Measures for Managing Identified Wildlife — v. 2004.

c. Within FDU’s FLN, FLS, and TFL18, no section 7 notices are in place for species at
risk that apply to these FDU's and therefore the holder of this FSP has not specified
results or strategies.

In relation to the objective set by government for Critical Deer Winter Range (2.1.12.1
index #142, #143 and #144) and subject to Section 5.1.8 b., the results/strategies that
apply to the areas of timber harvesting in Critical-Mule Deer Winter Range defined in
Figure-4-ofthe KLBMP-the FSP content maps listed in Appendix B as-it-was-en-the-date-of
the-Order- within FDU's FLK and FLS are;

a. For the purpose of this section

i. “thermal cover” means the combination of topography and forest cover that
provides those attributes necessary, as determined by a qualified registered
professional, to assist mule deer in regulating body temperature during the winter
months and

ii. For the purposes of this section and Section 5.1.9, “forest tenure agreement
holders” are those major licensees whose operating activity overlaps critical mule
deer winter range shared within Canfor's operating area.

b. The Holder of this FSP will:

i. disperse their timber harvesting throughout the winter range and spread it out
evenly over the rotation,

ii. ensure their timber harvesting and road construction operations do not result in a
reduction of thermal cover below 25% of the crown forested landbase.

ii. Subject to retention limitations related to old growth, riparian areas, and wildlife
trees as set out in section 5.4, 5.7, and 5.8 of this FSP, where practicable link
areas of thermal cover together with suitable travel corridors,

iv. As determined by a qualified registered professional, practice uneven aged
management where species composition, stand structure, site conditions, and
regeneration objectives are suitable for implementation of that silviculture system,

v. Subject to sub-section 5.1.8 a iv. where uneven aged management is not
practiced, utilize a clearcut system with openings less than 5 hectares as
measured by the net area to reforest,
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c. Unless:

vi. agreement can not be reached with other forest tenure agreement holders on the
distribution of habitat and timing of harvest as identified in sub-section 5.1.8 b.i
through iii., then

vii. the holder of this FSP will ensure measurement of the distribution of habitat and
harvest timing only on that portion of the General Management Zone — Critical
Deer Winter Range that falls within the holders operating area, or

viii. where harvesting timber outside of the holders operating area, the holder will
identify thermal cover retention consistent with 5.1.8 b ii within any cutblock
planned for timber harvesting, or

ix. the felling and removing of trees is required to address trees that have been
damaged by fire, insects, disease, or are at risk of damage, and the removal of
those trees will not have a material adverse affect on attributes important to Mule
Deer thermal cover or forage production.

5.1.9 Inrelation to the objective set by government for Critical Moose Winter Range (2.1.12.2
index #158 and #159), and in addition to those results/strategies as set out in Section 5.4
of this FSP, the results/strategies that apply to the areas of harvesting and road
construction in each FDU are;

a. With respect to thermal cover, the holder of this FSP will ensure their harvesting and
road construction operations do not result in reducing foerest-thermal cover in age class
3 or greater below 33% within Critical Moose Winter Range identified in Figure 4 of the
KLRMP, it was on the date of the Order, unless

i. Felling and removing of trees is required to address trees that have been
damaged by fire, insects, disease, or are at risk of damage, and the removal of
those trees will not have a material adverse affect on attributes important to
Moose thermal cover.

ii. For the purposes of section 5.1.9, “thermal cover” means forest cover that “ | Formatted: Bullets and Numbering ]
provides those attributes necessary, as determined by a qualified registered
professional, to assist moose in regulating body temperature during the winter
months.

b. With respect to forage, the holder of this FSP will, through on-going forest harvest
operational activities, trend toward maintaining 15% or more of the crown forested
landbase in age class 2 or less within Critical Moose Winter Range identified in Figure
4 of the KLRMP, as it was on the date of the Order,

c. Unless, for the purpose of Section 5.1.9 a. and b.,

i. agreement can not be reached with other forest tenure agreement holders on
the distribution of thermal cover and forage as identified in sub-section 5.1.9 a.
through b., then

ii. holder of this FSP will ensure measurement of the distribution of habitat and
harvest timing only on that portion of the General Management Zone — Critical
Moose Winter Range that falls within the holders operating area, or

iii. where harvesting timber outside of the holders operating area, the holder will
identify thermal cover retention consistent with 5.1.9 a within any cutblock
planned for timber harvesting, and

d. Inrelation to visual cover, the holder of this FSP will retain where present, a visual
screen of deciduous, coniferous, and/or shrub species along existing permanent roads
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5.1.10

51.11

5.1.12

51.13

51.14

5.1.15

held under road permit by the holder of this FSP, and along that portion of any W1,
W2, and W5 wetland visible from an existing or proposed permanent road, unless;

i. Cable harvest operations require the use of the road for the landing of logs or
backspar location, or

ii. Pre-harvest stand structure has a high hazard of windthrow as defined in
flowchart #1, or

iii. Felling and removing of trees is required to address trees that have been
damaged by fire, insects, disease, or are at risk of damage, and the removal of
those trees will not have a material adverse affect on attributes important to
Mule Deer thermal cover or forage production. or

iv. The topography is such that the skidding and decking of timber requires the use
of the road or requires a yarding corridor through the wetland.

In relation to the objective set by government for Visually Sensitive Areas (2.1.14.1 index
#172 and #173) the results/strategies that apply are:

a. As set outin Section 5.9.1 and 5.13 of this FSP for areas within the visually sensitive
area as defined in Figure 5 of the KLRMP as it was on the date of the Order, and

b. As set out in Section 5.9.2 of this FSP for areas not within the visually sensitive area
as defined in Figure 5 of the KLRMP as it was on the date of the Order.

In relation to the objective set by government for Cultural and Heritage Sites (2.1.16 index
#182) the results/strategies that apply are as set out in Section 5.10 of this document.

In relation to the objective set by government for Settlement Resource Management Zones
(2.2 index #192) the results that apply to the areas of primary forest activity in each FDU
are that the holder of this FSP will not harvest timber or construct road within the zone as it
is defined in Figure 7 of the KLRMP as it was on the date of the Order.

In relation to the objective set by government for Special Resource Management —
Habitat/Wildlife Management Objectives and Strategies (2.5.1 index #225) the
results/strategies that apply are as set out in Sections 5.1.14 through 5.1.18 of this FSP.

In relation to the objective set by government for Special Resource Management —
Habitat/Wildlife Management Objectives and Strategies H1 North Thompson Caribou
Habitat (2.5.2 index #227) the results/strategies that apply are as set out in Section 5.1.15
of this FSP.

In relation to the objective set by government for Special Resource Management —
Habitat/Wildlife Management Objectives and Strategies H1 North Thompson Caribou
Habitat (2.5.2 index #228) the results/strategies that apply to the areas of timber
harvesting and road construction in FDU's FLN and FLS are:

a. Implement operational timber harvesting guidelines for both late and early winter
habitat areas, to ensure forest attributes needed by caribou are maintained. Refer to
Kamloops LRMP Timber Harvesting Guidelines for Caribou Habitat in (Appendix 10 of
Kamloops LRMP).

b. Unless:
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i. The felling and removing of trees is required to address trees that have been
damaged by fire, insects, disease, or are at risk of damage?, and the removal of
those trees will not have a material adverse affect on attributes important to
Caribou winter range.

5.1.16 In relation to the objective set by government for Special Resource Management —
Habitat/Wildlife Management Objectives and Strategies H10 Battle Bluffs Wildlife Habitat
(2.5.2 index #250 and #254) the are falls outside of the Holder's FDU's, therefore no
results or strategies are proposed.

5.1.17 Inrelation to the objective set by government for Special Resource Management —
Habitat/Wildlife Management Objectives and Strategies H11 Skull Wildlife Habitat (2.5.2
index #261) the results that apply in each FDU are that the holder of this FSP will not
harvest timber or construct road within the zone as it is defined in Figure 10 of the KLRMP
as of the date of the Order.

5.1.18 In relation to the objective set by government for Special Resource Management —
Habitat/Wildlife Management Objectives and Strategies H12 Skwilatin Wildlife Habitat
(2.5.2 index #264) the results/strategies are as set out in Section 5.1.9 of this FSP.

5.1.19 In relation to the objective set by government for Special Resource Management —
Recreation and Tourism Resource Management Objectives and Strategies (2.6.1 index
#271) the results/strategies that apply are as set out in Section 5.9 and 5.13 of this FSP,
where they may overlap with the Special Resource Management Zone — Recreation and
Tourism.

5.1.20 In relation to the objective set by government for Special Resource Management —
Recreation and Tourism Resource Management Objectives and Strategies (2.6.1 index
#277) no approved plans, local processes, or enhanced referrals have been brought
forward in FRPA and therefore the holder of this FSP has not set out any results or
strategies.

5.1.21 In relation to the objective set by government for Special Resource Management —
Recreation and Tourism Resource Management Objectives and Strategies (2.6.1 index
#296) the results/strategies that apply to the areas of primary forest activity in each FDU
are as set out in Sections 5.1.19 and 5.1.20 of this FSP.

Objectives Set By Government — FRPA s.149
5.2 Soils-FPPR s.5

5.2.1 Inrelation to the objective set by government for soils set out in section 5 of the FPPR, the
results/strategies that apply to the areas of primary forest activity in each FDU are the
requirements of section 35 & 36 of the FPPR as those sections were on the Date of
Submission.

5.3 Wildlife - FPPR s.7

5.3.1 Inrespect of the notice entitled “Indicators of the Amount, Distribution, and Attributes of
Wildlife Habitat Required for the Winter Survival of Ungulate Species in the Kamloops
Timber Supply Area”, issued in May 2004 in accordance with section 7(2) of the FPPR, the
results that apply for FDU FLN and FLS are

| 2 As defined under Section 5.7.1 a) Formatted: Font: 8 pt ]
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a. That the holder of this FSP will not harvest timber or construct road within the
Mountain Goat Winter Range area shown on the map which accompanied the order.

5.3.2 No notice has been provided under Section 7(2) for the survival of species at risk or the
survival of regionally important wildlife, therefore the holder of this FSP has not set out any
results or strategies.

5.4 Water, Fish, Wildlife, and Biodiversity within Riparian Areas — FPPR s.8

5.4.1 Inrelation to the objective set by government for water, fish, wildlife, and bicdiversity within
riparian areas set out in section 8 of the FPPR, the results/strategies that apply to the
areas of primary forest activity in each FDU are, subject to paragraphs 5.4.2 and 5.4.3, the
requirements of section 47 to 51 and 53 of the FPPR as those sections were on the Date
of Submission.

5.4.2 Despite paragraph 5.4.1 and section 52(2) of the FPPR and to meet the requirements of
12 (3) of the FPPR, flowchart #1 and Paragraph 5.4.3 details the results and strategies for
retention of trees in riparian management zones:

5.4.3 Subject to flowchart #1, the results or strategies respecting retention of trees in a riparian
management zone are

a. for areas within 5 m of an S4, S5 and S6 stream, to retain brush species, advanced
regeneration, and, at the option of the holder of this FSP, retain danger trees
assessed as safe by a qualified danger tree assessor, except where the holder of the
FSPis:

i. establishing stream crossings,
ii. carrying out hand falling,
iii. carrying out cable or aerial yarding across or adjacent to the stream
iv. tying support or stabilization cables for overhead cable yarding systems, or

v. carrying out vegetation management treatments to meet free growing
requirements, and

b. for areas within 10 m of an S4 stream, to retain over the length of each stream reach
within a cutblock, an average of not less than 10 overstory stems on either side of the
stream over 100 m of stream length®, unless

i. the trees to be retained are infested or diseased by a forest health agent that
would spread if the trees were not removed,

ii. the stems are within 5 m of either side of a skid crossing, or within the right-of-
way of a stream crossing,

iii. the stream reach is located in a harvest unit that is being harvested by a cable
or an aerial yarding system.

iv. there are an insufficient number of overstory stems found within 10 m of the
stream in which case the equivalent of existing preharvest overstory trees within
10m of the stream will be retained or

v. the trees are removed because they are danger trees or the trees have roots
that are embedded in the stream bank.

® Measurement example: Total # of overstory stems retained / Total length of stream within the block = 0.10
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5.5 Fish Habitat in Fisheries Sensitive Watersheds - FPPR s.8.1

5.5.1 Inrelation to the objectives set by government for fish habitat in fisheries sensitive
watersheds, no objectives have been identified and therefore no results or strategies are
specified.

5.6 Water in Community Watersheds — FPPR s.8.2

5.6.1 Inrelation to the objectives set by government for water in community watersheds set out in
Section 8.2 of the FPPR, the results/strategies that apply to the areas of primary forest
activity for all FDU's are;

a. the holder of this FSP will adopt sections 59 through 61 of the FPPR as those sections
were on the date of submission of this FSP.

b. Prior to harvesting or road construction, the holder will ensure an evaluation is
completed for the hydrological impacts of forestry related development on:

i. the potential for accelerated surface erosion
ii. the potential for landslides
iii. the potential for changes to peak flow
iv. the interaction of these processes and cumulative effects.

c. If the results of the evaluation conducted in section 5.65.1 b. indicate the Holder's
harvesting, road construction, or deactivation will have a material adverse impact on
community watershed quality of water above the intake, timing of flow, or on human
health, the Holder will, prior to harvesting, road construction, or road deactivation
evaluate and modify plans to mitigate any expected material adverse affects that could
result from engaging in such activities.

d. The requirement of the Holder to complete an evaluation under this section is not
required under the following circumstances:

i. the felling or removal of trees that are a safety hazard, and

ii. the felling and removing of trees is required to address trees that have been
damaged by fire, insects, disease, or are at risk of damage, and the removal of
those trees will not have a material adverse affect on water quality or quantity
upstream of the point of diversion.

5.7 Wildlife and Biodiversity (Landscape Level) - FPPR s.9

5.7.1 In relation to the objective set by government for wildlife and biodiversity at the landscape
level set out in section 9 of the FFPR, the results/strategies that apply to all FDU's where
there is timber harvesting and road construction activity are;

a. For the purposes of this section, “at risk of damage” means any block of timber planned
for harvest containing greater than 430% Lodgepole pine by volume, or any block of
timber where the compiled cruise shows the combination of % blowdown, % burn, and
% insect damage for conifers to be greater than 20%.

b. Subject to section 5.7.1 b. and 5.9.2, for the term of this FSP, the holder of this FSP will
adopt sections 64 and 65 of the FPPR as those sections were on the date of submission
of this FSP, except

Page 17 of |
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i. Section 64(1) and 65(2) of the FPPR does not apply where a stand contains trees
that are at risk of damage_and the holder of this FSP designs the block consistent
with FPPR section 64(2)(b).:

c. Although no order has been made specifying the type or amount of old growth, the
holders of this FSP will apply the following result/strategy in FDU's FLN, FLS, FLK, and
TFL18.

i. Old Growth Management Areas will be maintained consistent with the spatially
identified Old Growth Management areas shown on Appendix BG Maps #23
except

1. For the purposes of maintaining a recreation site or trail,
To facilitate range fencing activities,

To facilitate road maintenance and construction where no other practicable
option exists,

4. To manage for forest health, where the trees in the old growth management
area pose a significant risk, as determined by a qualified registered
professional, to safety or to the health of mature and immature forests outside
the OGMA,

5. Where an incursion of up to 50 meters is required to establish a logical
boundary for primary forest activities and where the intent is to use physical or
administrative features as the boundary.

6. Where agreement is reached with the Ministry of Agriculture and Lands to
move an Old Growth Management Area from one location to another for the
purposes of managing Caribou habitat.

ii. The holder of this FSP may submit for replacement of an Old Growth Management
Area at any time, and the Old Growth Management Area will be considered
replaced if:

1. The replacement Old Growth Management area will be within the same
landscape unit and biogeoclimatic sub-zone.

2. The holder will submit, to the Ministry of Agriculture and Lands, a map and
documentation identifying and describing the existing Old Growth
Management Area and the one proposed for replacement.

3. The description of the Old Growth Management Area will set out how the
replacement Old Growth Management Area is consistent with selection
principles and age criteria as set out in Appendix 3 and 5 of the May 7, 2003
Information Summary Package..—and

: Formatted: Bullets and Numbering ]

5.8 Wildlife and Biodiversity (Stand Level) - FPPR s.9.1

5.8.1 Inrelation to the objective set by government for wildlife and biodiversity at the stand level
set out in section 9.1 of the FPPR, the results/strategies that apply to areas of timber
harvesting in all FDU’s are:
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a. If, during the period January 1 to December 31 of the same year, the holder of this
FSP completes harvesting on one or more cutblocks to which this FSP applies, then

i. There will be wildlife tree retention areas on 80% or more of the cutblocks greater
than 5 hectares that were harvested within that period..-tnless

- | Formatted: Bullets and Numbering ]

5.9 Visual Quality - FPPR s.9.2

5.9.1 Inrelation to the objective set by government for visual quality set out in 9.2 of the FFPR
for the scenic areas defined in Appendix BG Map #2, the result/strategy for timber
harvesting and road construction in FDUs FLN, FLS, and TFL18 is that the holder of this
FSP will design cutblocks and roads so that the altered forest landscape is consistent with
section 9.2 (2) of the FPPR_as it relates to the District of Headwaters visual landscape
inventory dated 1999, as that section was on the Date of Submission unless;

a. no other practicable option exists to provide road access to timber to ensure the
holders of the FSP can exercise their timber harvesting rights,

- : Formatted: Bullets and Numbering ]

&b. it is unachievable if forest health factors in the area are to be address and the design
of the cutblock or road, to the extent practicable, mimics naturally occurring landscape
characteristics and, subject to Section 5.9.2 a., exhibits elements of good visual
design, or

d.c. the block or road is designed as part of a visual rehabilitation plan developed for the
area.

5.9.2 Inrelation to the objective set by government as set out in section 5.1.10 b) for areas
outside the scenic areas defined in Appendix BE Map #2 the result/strategy for FDUs FLN,
FLS, FLK, and TFL18 is that the holder of this FSP will design cutblocks and roads so that
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the altered forest landscape may dominate the viewscape, but will borrow from natural line
and form to such an extent and on such a scale as to be compatible with natural
occurrences except where:

a. As determined by a gualified registered professional, the external and internal
boundary locations are limited by:

i. aroad location,

ii. an old growth management area,

ii. harvest machinery limitations,

iv. riparian management results or strategies as set out in Section 5.4 of this FSP,
v. block size restrictions as set out in Section 5.7.1 of this FSP,

vi. timber merchantability, or

vii. retention limits as set out in Section 5.8 of this FSP.

5.10 Cultural Heritage Resources — FPPR s.10

5.10.1 Inrelation to the objective set by government for cultural heritage resources set out in the
section 10 of the FPPR and to be consistent with the objective set out in section 5.1.11 of
this FSP, the results/strategies that apply to each FDU are:

a. For the purposes of this section “Archaeological assessment” means an assessment
completed consistent with the January 25, 2005 Archeological Overview Assessment
Process for Forest Development Planning in the Kamloops TSA.

b. before a holder submits a cutting permit or road permit, the holder will ensure that an
archaeological assessment is conducted within areas:

i. that contain previously identified archaeological resources, where this information
is provided digitally to the holder of this FSP by the Archaeology Branch of the
Government of British Columbia, or;

ii. that are identified as having “high, medium-high, or medium potential” within an
established archaeological predictive map or model for the area, or;

ii. for which site-specific information regarding archaeological resources is brought
forward or made available to the holders of this FSP, by an aboriginal people or
government.

c. If a previously unidentified archaeological resource is encountered during harvesting
or road construction, operations will cease to the extent necessary to protect the
feature, until an archeological assessment can be carried out, and

d. If the holder receives site specific information concerning a non-archaeological cultural
heritage resource that is of continuing importance to an aboriginal people, the holder,
before applying for a cutting permit or road permit respecting the site, will:

i. record the location of the cultural heritage resource;

ii. evaluate the direct impact of the planned development on the cultural heritage
resource;

ii. if necessary, alter planned development in order to conserve, mitigate, or if
necessary protect, the cultural heritage resource at that location, considering:

1. the relative value or importance of the cultural heritage resource to a
traditional use by an aboriginal people;

2. the relative abundance or scarcity of the cultural heritage resource;
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3. the historical extent of the traditional use of the cultural heritage resource,
and;

4. the impact on the FSP holders’ government granted timber harvesting rights in
conserving or protecting the cultural heritage resource, and

iv. communicate the results of (i) — (iii) back to the individual or group that provided
the information.

Grandparented Objectives — FRPA s.181

5.1

5.12

5.13

5.14

5.15

5.16

517

5.18

Objectives in respect of Ungulate Winter Range

5.11.1 No ungulate winter range objectives have been brought forward under section 181 of the
FRPA that apply to the FDUs of this FSP and therefore no results/strategies are specified.

Objectives in respect of Wildlife Habitat Areas

5.12.1 No wildlife habitat area objectives have been brought forward under section 181 of the
FRPA that apply to the FDUs of this FSP and therefore no results/strategies are specified.

Objectives in respect of a Scenic Area

5.13.1 In relation to the objective set by government for Scenic Areas the results/strategies that
apply to FDU FLK are that the holder of this FSP will design cutblocks and roads so that
the altered forest landscape is consistent with the established visual quality objectives, as
they were on the Date of Submission, within the scenic area boundary as it is defined in
Figure-5-of the KLRMP-as-it was-on-the-date-of the-Orderon the FSP Content Map(s) #2,
unless otherwise as described in Section 5.9.1 a) though e).

Objectives in respect of an Emergency Bark Beetle Management Area

5.14.1 No Emergency Bark Beetle Management Area objectives have been brought forward
under section 181 of the FRPA that apply to the FDUs of this FSP and therefore no
results/strategies are specified.

Obijectives in respect of Community Watersheds

5.15.1 No community watershed objectives have been brought forward under section 181 of the
FRPA that apply to the FDUs of this FSP and therefore no results or strategies are
specified.

Objectives in respect of an area with Significant Downstream Fisheries Values

5.16.1 No significant downstream fisheries value objectives have been brought forward under
section 181 of the FRPA that apply to the FDUs of this FSP and therefore no results or
strategies are specified.

Objectives in respect of an area with Significant Watershed Sensitivity

5.17.1 No significant watershed sensitivity objectives have been brought forward under section
181 of the FRPA that apply to the FDUs of this FSP and therefore no results or strategies
are specified.

Objectives in respect of a Lakeshore Management Zone
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5.18.1 No lakeshore management zone objectives have been brought forward under section 181
of the FRPA that apply to the FDUs of this FSP and therefore no results or strategies are
specified.

5.19 Objectives in respect of an Interpretive Forest Site

5.19.1 In relation to the objectives for the Isobel Lake Interpretive Forest Site, the site falls outside
of the holders FDU's so no results or strategies are specified.

5.20 Objectives in respect of Recreations Sites and Recreation Trails

5.20.1 Inrelation to the objectives referred to in section 181 of the FRPA for recreation sites and
recreation trails, and in addition to those results/strategies set out in other sections of this
plan. -the results/strategies that apply to each FDU in respect of cutting permits and road
permits held by the holder of this FSP are;

a. If harvesting or road construction is proposed within a recreation site or trail, or within
100 m of an established recreation site or recreation trail, the holder will ensure

i. no harvesting occurs if stand damage from forest health factors is less than 10%
of the stems per hectare;

ii. partial cutting will be used if stand damage from forest health factors is greater
than or equal to 10% of the stems per hectare;

iii. clear cutting may be used if stand damage from forest health factors is greater
than 40% of the stems per hectare;

iv. temporary road construction or access control is implemented within the 100
meter buffer of the site or trail,

v. any damage to the recreation site or trail due to road construction or harvest
activities by the holders of this FSP within the 100 m buffer will be repaired or
mitigated, and

b. If the holder has a road permit for the only access route to a recreation site identified
in Table 3, and subject to FPPR section 81 as it was on the date of submission, the
holder will not restrict summer access as a result of deactivation activities, except for
temporary closures to repair or replace roads and bridges. The following table lists the
applicable road permits:

Table 3.
General Location ?::Lefeﬂo" Licence ﬁmdb::rmit Road Road Status I'I\;:]dogressu'uctures or
Lolo Lake Site FL A18688 RO6104 N Active -
Moira Lake S. Site TFL 18 RO6112 40A Inactive Bridge K750
Ejas Lake Site TFL 18 RO6112 9 Active -
Kitty Ann Lake Site TFL 18 RO6112 2N Active
McCorvie Lake N. Site FL A18688 R14702 1480 Active
White Lake Site TFL 18 RO6112 10 Active
Windy Lake Site TFL 18 RO6112 10 Active -
Boundary Lake Site TFL 18 RO6112 7B Active Bridge
East Maury Lake Site TFL 18 RO6112 9 Inactive -
Moira Lake North Site TFL 18 RO6112 91 Inactive
Grizzly Lake East Site TFL 18 RO6112 3 Inactive
Moose Lake Site TFL 18 RO6112 10 Active
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6 MEASURES

6.1 Measures for Preventing the Introduction or Spread of Invasive Plants

6.1.1 In relation to the measures referred to in section 17 of the FPPR for preventing the
introduction or spread of invasive plants, the measures for all FDUs are;
a. The holder of this FSP will annually review the appropriate governments Invasive Alien
Plants database and note the locations of infestations relative to proposed primary
forest activities,

b. Using the information resulting from subsection a), will identify areas of high risk to
invasive plant introduction or spread from harvesting or road construction operations,

c. Will ensure that the holders woodlands staff are trained in the recognition of invasive
plants prior to conducting work for the Holder, and

d. When conducting harvesting or road construction operations the holder of this FSP will
ensure that disturbed areas are,

i. Re-vegetated within one year following disturbance on high risk sites identified
in b) above, and

ii. Re-vegetated within two years for all other sites, and

iii. The seed mix used in all grass seeding activities shall meet or exceed Canada
Common Cemmen#1 Forage Mixiture Sspecifications as defined by the Canada
Seeds Act.

6.2 Measures to Mitigate the Loss of Natural Range Barriers

6.2.1 In relation to the measures referred to in section 18 of the FPPR to mitigate the effect of
removing or rendering ineffective natural range barriers, the results/strategies for all FDUs
are
a. Each year under the term of this FSP, the areas within FDUs that are occupied by or

adjacent to range tenures authorized by an enactment will be updated from
information gathered from district range staff;

b. Any range tenure holder identified under 6.2.1 a above that has not been previously
informed of this FSP will be informed of this FSP within 3 months of updating the
range tenures as a result of 6.2.1 a. and,

| c. Where, _as a result of Section 5.1.6 a), the range tenure holder indicates that the
planned development will remove or render ineffective a natural range barrier,
reasonable efforts will be made to come to agreement with the range tenure holder(s)

and to implement measures as agreed-subjectio-the recognitionofcosisforsuch

7 STOCKING REQUIREMENTS
Legal Reference: FPPR Section 16

7.1 General Standards

Where a holder of this FSP is required under the Act and regulations to establish a free growing
stand in respect of timber harvesting governed by this FSP, the holder will on all cutblocks, subject
to Paragraph 7.2 do so in accordance with the regeneration and free growing stocking standards in
Appendix A.
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For the purposes of the Free Growing stocking standards, for each site series, “other” is defined as
a species listed in the “Preferred spp” column and having a height defined under the “Other spp Ht

(m)” column.

For the purposes of the Regeneration Delay and Free Growing stocking standards Lw will
contribute a maximum of 30% toward target stocking density.

h | Formatted: Indent: Left: 0" J

7.2 Variations from General Standards

Despite Paragraph 7.1, a holder of this FSP may apply the following stocking standards in the
following circumstances:

7.2.1 Regeneration delay will beei-4-years-may be-extendedto 7 years where natural ingress-is
used to achieve regeneration regeneration standards for minimum preferred and

acceptable-and-minimum-preferredis the primary reforestation method.

7.2.2  Non rust resistant white pine or naturally regenerated white pine will be pruned to a height
of 1.3 metres to reduce risk of white pine blister rust. This will occur when white pine
accounts for more than 5% of the required stems per hectare to meet free growing; if less

‘ than 5% is required, pruning will not occur and the white pine will be deemed acceptable.

Only rust resistant white pine will be planted.

7.2.3 InFDU's FLK, FLS, and TFL 18, in the SBS, ESSF, and ICH zones between 1000 and
‘ 1500 meters elevation where White Pine Weevil (Pissodes strobi) having attack levels >
10%* is identified in a plantation_containing > 30% spruce, aspen and birch will not be
considered detrimental competition to spruce crop trees as long as the HDR of the spruce
crop trees are less than 60 when conducting a free growing survey.

7.2.4  Aspen, cottonwood, birch, willow and alder within the 5 meter machine free zone of a
temperature sensitive stream, or a S4, S5, or S6 stream, are not considered deleterious
brush competition when conducting a free growing survey.

7.2.5  With respect to Mule Deer,
a. Western larch planted in Critical Mule Deer Winter Range defined in Figure 4 of the
KLRMP as it was on the date of the Order may only make up a maximum of 50% of
the total target stocking on those standard units planted.

7.2.6  The maximum density for Lodgepole Pine leading stands is 25,000 countable stems per
hectare.

7.2.7  For all other species and for stands with < 80% Lodgepole Pine the maximum density is
10,000 countable stems per hectare.

: Formatted: Bullets and Numbering ]
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or Flegeneranon Stockmg Standards

| .>10% is defined as % of spruce attacked /total spruce. : Formatted: Font: 8 pt ]

Page 24 of 31

Page 26 of 130 FNR-2016-62778 TR



Submission Copy - Forest Stewardship Plan 2006
Canadian Forest Products Ltd. — Vavenby Division

+2-107.2.8 Where the MITD is 2.0 metres the MITD may be reduced to 1.6 metres for areas; - Formatted: Bullets and Numbering ]
i. Where stumping or mounding site preparation treatments are conducted, or

ii. Where surface or sub-surface rock limits plantable spot selection of the site, or
ii. Where there is high congregation and use by cattle, or

iv. Where heavy slash loading exists, or

v. GCable terrain where stumping cannot be conducted to manage root rot, or

vi. Sites where stump avoidance during planting is a root rot management strategy,
or

vii. To facilitate obstacle planting in areas within the Mule Deer UWR units as
identified in Appendix BA, or

viii. Riparian areas with a high component of residual stems.

+2-417.2.9 To remain consistent with the result/strategy as set out in Section 5.1.9 of this FSP, - Formatted: Bullets and Numbering ]
within KLRMP Critical Moose Winter Range in figure 4 of the Kamloops LRMP as it was on
the Date of Submission of this FSP;

a. Aspen, willow, cottonwood, birch and red osier dogwood will not be considered
detrimental competition to crop trees at free growing if they are no more than 10
meters from the edge of a permanent road prism, or a W1, W2, or W5 wetland
identified as visible from a permanent road.
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APPENDIX A

REGENERATION AND FREE GROWING STOCKING STANDARDS

FRPA Section 197(5) Blocks for which FSP Stocking Standards apply

Tenure Cuttin licable
Permit Lol e
FL A18688 187 1,2, 4 FLN
TFL 18 262 B108 TFL18
FL A18688 805 1,2,3,6 FLK
FL A18688 807 1,2,34,5 FLK
FL A18688 848 21,2.2,6,16 FLK
FL A18688 624 Si21 FLS
FL A18688/TFL 18 | 633/256 B103 FLS/TFL18
FL A18688 635 5238, 5243 FLS
FL A18688 636 M153 FLS
FL A18688 638 5208, 5209 FLS
FL A18688 125 N123, L148, R153 FLS
FL A18688 506 R150 FLS
FL A18688 523 N130, N131, N132 FLS
TFL 18 261 M146, M151 TFL18
FL A18688 637 5245, 5246, S113 FLS
TFL 18 263 M160, M161, M162 TFL18
TFL 18 264 D141 TFL18
TFL 18 265 1100, 1104, 1115 TFL18
FL A18688 524 R194 FLS
FL A18688 525 R199 FLS
FL A18688 310 U101, U111, U126, U127 FLN
FL A18688 518 N121, N124, N127 FLS
FL A18688 519 N122 FLS
FL A18688 520 F107, F108, F109 FLS
FL A18688 521 N126, N133 FLS
TFL 18 247 D110 TFL18
TFL 18 255 D100 TFL18
TFL 18 257 M128, M143, M145, M147, M148, TFL18
M149, M152
TFL 18 258 D131, D132 TFL18
TFL 18 259 M125, M154 TFL18
TFL 18 260 D130 TFL18
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APPENDIX B
FOREST STEWARDSHIP PLAN MAPS
Summary of FSP Maps
nger Map Reference

1

FDU Location Map

2

FSP Content Maps (4 maps)
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1 INTERPRETATION
1.1 In this Forest Stewardship Plan:
“Agreements” means the Tenures listed in Table 1.
“Agreement holders” means the companies and licenses listed in Table 2.

“Commencement of Term” means the date the Term of this FSP begins, as specified in
Paragraph 2.3.

“FDU” means a Forest Development Unit as defined in the Forest Planning and Practices
Regulation B.C. Reg. 14/2004 consolidated to March 18, 2005.

“FPC” means the Forest Practices Code of British Columbia Act RSBC 1996, ¢ 159.

“FPPR” means the Forest Planning and Practices Regulation, effective January 31, 2004, B.C.
Reg. 14/2004 and as amended up to BC Reg 102/2005.

“FRPA” means the Forest and Range Practices Act, RSBC 2002, c. 689, as amended to 31 Mar
2005 (BC Reg 38/05).

“FSP” means this Forest Stewardship Plan.
“KLRMP*” means the Kamloops Land and Resource Management Plan.

“Order” means the Order of the Minister of Agriculture and Lands amending an Order dated
January 23, 1996 that declared the Kamloops Land and Resource Management Plan to be a
Higher Level Plan; dated January 23, 2006.

“Survival” (of a species) means the continuation of life or existence of a species not individuals.
“Term” means the period specified in Paragraph 2.2.

Small scale salvage harvest areas are not considered in any forest cover calculations within this
FSP.

1.2 Inthis FSP, the singular includes the plural and the plural includes the singular, unless the context
indicates otherwise.

1.3 The provisions of this FSP do not apply to the holders of this FSP when carrying out a forest
practice or activity that is in relation to any program funded by the provincial or federal
government.

1.4 If an objective for which a result or strategy is included under this FSP is cancelled, the result or
strategy under this FSP pertaining to that objective is no longer applicable effective the date of
cancellation of the objective.

1.5 Without limiting the other provisions of this Part, this FSP does not apply to timber harvesting, road
construction or related activities undertaken by or for the holders of this FSP if and to the extent
the government, with the consent of the holders of this FSP, expressly authorizes such activities to
be undertaken in a manner that differs from the requirements of this FSP.
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2 DATE OF SUBMISSION, COMMENCMENT OF TERM & TERM OF THE FSP
2.1 The date of submission of this Forest Stewardship Plan (this “FSP") is September 29, 20086.
2.2 The Term of this FSP will be 5 years from the Commencement of Term.

2.3 The Commencement of Term for this FSP is

3 APPLICATION OF THE FOREST STEWARDSHIP PLAN

3.1 This FSP applies to the Agreement Holders and Agreements indicated in the following table:

Table 1.
Agreement Holder Agreement
Canadian Forest Products Ltd. FL A18688, TFL 18
International Forest Products Ltd. FL's A18693 & A74910
Bonaparte First Nation FL A88223

3.2 Forthe purposes of section 197 (4), (5), and (7) of the FRPA,

a. the results, strategies, measures and stocking requirements of this FSP apply to all new
cutting permits issued after the Commencement of Term of this FSP

b. the results, strategies and measures of this FSP apply to each road that is the subject of a
road permit granted to an Agreement Holder if the road permit was granted before the
approval of this FSP, and is still in effect on the date of approval of this FSP.

c. the stocking standards in this FSP apply to all cutblocks if the cutblock is the subject of a site
plan prepared on or after the Commencement of Term of this FSP. As set out in FRPA Section
197(5), the stocking standards set out in this plan also apply to those blocks listed in Appendix
A.

d. The Chief Forester Standards for Seed Use will be used for all blocks subject to this FSP.

4 IDENTIFYING FOREST DEVELOPMENT UNITS
4.1 There are no forest development units in effect on the Date of Submission of this FSP.

4.2 The following table lists the new forest development units in this FSP:

Table 2.
FDU Name Agreement Holder Agreement
FLN Canfor, Interfor, Bonaparte First Nation | FL's A18688, A18693, A74910, A88223
FLS Canfor, Interfor, Bonaparte First Nation | FL's A18688, A18693, A74910, A88223
FLK Canfor, Interfor, Bonaparte First Nation | FL's A18688, A18693, A74910, A88223
TFL18 Canadian Forest Products TFL 18

Figure 1 (next page) shows the boundaries of all FDU’s in this FSP.
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Figure 1.
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4.3 The following areas, as indicated on the FSP content maps (1:100,000 scale), are included within the
FDU’s and are considered to have received the Minister’'s approval under the FRPA: areas referred to
in section 196 (1) of the FRPA, areas referred to in section 196 (2) of the FRPA; cutting permits and
road permits.

4.4  The maps included in this FSP show the location of the following items that were in effect on the date
of submission:

a. Ungulate winter range areas, wildlife habitat areas, fisheries sensitive watersheds, lakeshore
management zones, scenic areas, L1 lakes, community watersheds, old growth management
areas, areas where commercial timber harvesting is prohibited by an enactment.

b. The areas subject to an Agreement Holder’s cutting permit or a road permit.

RESULTS AND STRATEGIES

5.1 Objective Set by Government; Order of the Minister of Agriculture and Lands, dated January
23,2006 -FPC s.3

5.1.1

5.1.5

In relation to the objective set by government for Water Management (2.1.2 index #17) the
results/strategies that apply to the areas of harvesting, road construction, mechanical site
preparation, or broadcast burning operations, in each FDU are that the holder of this FSP
will;

a. atleast 60 days prior to initiating harvesting, road construction, mechanical site
preparation, or broadcast burning operations on a cutblock, provide the registered
domestic water licensee with written notice of the planned activity, as long as that
planned activity:

i. is within 200 meters upslope of the registered water licensee point of diversion,

b. Forthe purpose of this section “mechanical site preparation” means a site preparation
method requiring the use of wheeled or tracked equipment.

c. For the purpose of this section “registered domestic water licensee” means a water
licensee licensed for domestic use, having a licensed point of diversion as identified in
Land and Water BC GIS coverage as it was 4 months or less before the
commencement of term this FSP, and updated annually thereafter.

In relation to the objective set by government for Riparian Management Areas (2.1.2.1
index #32) the results/strategies that apply are as set out in Section 5.4 of this FSP.

In relation to the objective set by government for Ecosystem Management (2.1.3 index
#42) the results/strategies that apply are as set out in Sections 5.7.1 / 5.8.1 of this FSP.

In relation to the objective set by government for Biodiversity Emphasis Options (2.1.3.1
index #48) the results/strategies that apply are as set out in Section 5.3, Section 5.4,
Section 5.7, and Section 5.8 of this FSP.

In relation to the objective set by government for Inland Fisheries (2.1.5 index #65) the
results/strategies that apply to the holder of this FSP for road construction, maintenance,
deactivation and timber harvesting in all FDU's are:

a. As setoutin Section 5.20 of this FSP with respect to recreation sites, and

b. The holder of this FSP will not construct permanent road within a zone subject to an
order under Section 58(1) of FRPA.
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5.1.6 In relation to the objective set by government for Range (2.1.10 index #120), and in
addition to those results/strategies as set out in Section 6.2 of this FSP, the
results/strategies that apply to the areas of silviculture activity in each FDU are:

a. Prior to the submission of a cut block for harvest authority approval the range tenure
holder(s), as defined consistent with Section 6.2.1 a), will be contacted and offered an
opportunity to provide recommendations regarding the block and road plan and
proposed management actions.

b. Where cattle grazing damage or artificially seeded range grass competition is
identified as reducing plantation stocking or affecting the survival of seedlings, the
holder of this FSP will:

i. Make all reasonable efforts to meet with the range tenure holder responsible for
the area and develop an agreement to manage any cattle or range use issues
affecting seedling performance or plantation success, or

1. Where agreement cannot be reached, agreed actions are not carried
out by the range tenure holder, or seedling survival is repeatedly
affected by the activities of a range tenure holder,

a. The holder of this FSP will make the Designated Decision Maker
aware of the issue, and

i. if the issue remains unresolved after a review with the range
tenure holder and designated decision maker, The holder of
this FSP will conduct a silviculture survey of the block and
provide that survey to the Ministry of Forests.

5.1.7 Inrelation to the objective set by government for Wildlife (2.1.12 index #134) the
results/strategies that apply to the areas of timber harvesting and road construction activity
in each FDU are as set out in Section 5.3 of this FSP and,

a. Within FDU FLK, The holder of this FSP will participate, along with other participating
forest licensees and agency representatives within the Kamloops Forest District, to
identify for Wildlife Habitat Area designation,

i. The lesser of 3,300 ha or the amount present on the Commencement of Term,
of crown land in the Kamloops Forest District, that meets the distribution and
attributes set out in the background information document’ for the Flammulated
Ow!l for the Term of this FSP, and

ii. The lesser of 60 ha or the amount present on the Commencement of Term, of
crown land in the Kamloops Forest District, that meets the distribution and
attributes set out in the background information document for the “Interior”
Western Screech Owl for the Term of this FSP.

iii. The lesser of 650 ha or the amount present on the Commencement of Term, of
crown land in the Kamloops Forest District, that meets the distribution and
attributes set out in the background information document for the Lewis’s
Woodpecker for the Term of this FSP.

iv. The lesser of 35 ha or the amount present on the Commencement of Term, of
crown land in the Kamloops Forest District, that meets the distribution and

1 Béckgrou nd Information for Wildlife Habitat for Species At Risk Objectives Under the Kamloops Land and Resource Management
Plan, in the Kamloops Forest District; undated, downloaded June 8, 2006.
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attributes set out in the background information document for the Badger for the
Term of this FSP.

The lesser of 120 ha or the amount present on the Commencement of Term, of
crown land in the Kamloops Forest District, that meets the distribution and
attributes set out in the background information document for the Spotted Bat for
the Term of this FSP.

b. If the participatory process outlined in 5.1.7 a does not occur, then the holder of this
FSP will, within FDU FLK, ensure harvesting or road construction within areas of
known occurrences, based on location information provided to the holder by the
Ministry of Environment, will be consistent with the identified wildlife provisions as set
out in the Accounts and Measures for Managing Identified Wildlife — v. 2004.

c. Within FDU’s FLN, FLS, and TFL18, no section 7 notices are in place for species at
risk that apply to these FDU's and therefore the holder of this FSP has not specified
results or strategies.

In relation to the objective set by government for Critical Deer Winter Range (2.1.12.1
index #142, #143 and #144) and subject to Section 5.1.8 b., the results/strategies that
apply to the areas of timber harvesting in Critical Deer Winter Range defined in the FSP
content maps listed in Appendix B within FDU’s FLK and FLS are;

a. For the purpose of this section

I.

“thermal cover” means the combination of topography and forest cover that
provides those attributes necessary, as determined by a qualified registered
professional, to assist mule deer in regulating body temperature during the winter
months and

For the purposes of this section and Section 5.1.9, “forest tenure agreement
holders” are those major licensees whose operating activity overlaps critical mule
deer winter range shared within Canfor's operating area.

b. The Holder of this FSP will:

disperse their timber harvesting throughout the winter range and spread it out
evenly over the rotation,

ensure their timber harvesting and road construction operations do not result in a
reduction of thermal cover below 25% of the crown forested landbase.

Subject to retention limitations related to old growth, riparian areas, and wildlife
trees as set out in section 5.4, 5.7, and 5.8 of this FSP, where practicable link
areas of thermal cover together with suitable travel corridors,

iv. As determined by a qualified registered professional, practice uneven aged
management where species composition, stand structure, site conditions, and
regeneration objectives are suitable for implementation of that silviculture system,

v. Subject to sub-section 5.1.8 a iv. where uneven aged management is not
practiced, utilize a clearcut system with openings less than 5 hectares as
measured by the net area to reforest,

c. Unless:

vi. agreement cannot be reached with other forest tenure agreement holders on the
distribution of habitat and timing of harvest as identified in sub-section 5.1.8 b.i
through iii., then

vii. the holder of this FSP will ensure measurement of the distribution of habitat and

harvest timing only on that portion of the General Management Zone — Critical
Deer Winter Range that falls within the holders operating area, or
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viii. where harvesting timber outside of the holders operating area, the holder will
identify thermal cover retention consistent with 5.1.8 b ii within any cutblock
planned for timber harvesting, or

ix. the felling and removing of trees is required to address trees that have been
damaged by fire, insects, disease, or are at risk of damage, and the removal of
those trees will not have a material adverse affect on attributes important to Mule
Deer thermal cover or forage production.

In relation to the objective set by government for Critical Moose Winter Range (2.1.12.2
index #158 and #159), and in addition to those results/strategies as set out in Section 5.4
of this FSP, the results/strategies that apply to the areas of harvesting and road
construction in each FDU are;

a. With respect to thermal cover, the holder of this FSP will ensure their harvesting and
road construction operations do not result in reducing thermal cover in age class 3 or
greater below 33% within Critical Moose Winter Range identified in Figure 4 of the
KLRMP, it was on the date of the Order, unless

i. Felling and removing of trees is required to address trees that have been
damaged by fire, insects, disease, or are at risk of damage, and the removal of
those trees will not have a material adverse affect on attributes important to
Moose thermal cover.

ii. Forthe purposes of section 5.1.9, “thermal cover” means forest cover that
provides those attributes necessary, as determined by a qualified registered
professional, to assist moose in regulating body temperature during the winter
months.

b. With respect to forage, the holder of this FSP will, through on-going forest harvest

operational activities, trend toward maintaining 15% or more of the crown forested
landbase in age class 2 or less within Critical Moose Winter Range identified in Figure
4 of the KLRMP, as it was on the date of the Order,

c. Unless, for the purpose of Section 5.1.9 a. and b.,

i. agreement can not be reached with other forest tenure agreement holders on
the distribution of thermal cover and forage as identified in sub-section 5.1.9 a.
through b., then

ii. holder of this FSP will ensure measurement of the distribution of habitat and
harvest timing only on that portion of the General Management Zone — Critical
Moose Winter Range that falls within the holders operating area, or

iii. where harvesting timber outside of the holders operating area, the holder will
identify thermal cover retention consistent with 5.1.9 a within any cutblock
planned for timber harvesting, and

d. Inrelation to visual cover, the holder of this FSP will retain where present, a visual

screen of deciduous, coniferous, and/or shrub species along existing permanent roads
held under road permit by the holder of this FSP, and along that portion of any W1,
W2, and W5 wetland visible from an existing or proposed permanent road, unless;

i. Cable harvest operations require the use of the road for the landing of logs or
backspar location, or

ii. Pre-harvest stand structure has a high hazard of windthrow as defined in
flowchart #1, or

ii. Felling and removing of trees is required to address trees that have been
damaged by fire, insects, disease, or are at risk of damage, and the removal of
those trees will not have a material adverse affect on attributes important to
Mule Deer thermal cover or forage production. or
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5.1.10

5.1.11

5.1.12

5.1.13

5.1.14

iv. The topography is such that the skidding and decking of timber requires the use
of the road or requires a yarding corridor through the wetland.

In relation to the objective set by government for Visually Sensitive Areas (2.1.14.1 index
#172 and #173) the results/strategies that apply are:

a. As setoutin Section 5.9.1 and 5.13 of this FSP for areas within the visually sensitive
area as defined in Figure 5 of the KLRMP as it was on the date of the Order, and

b. As setoutin Section 5.9.2 of this FSP for areas not within the visually sensitive area
as defined in Figure 5 of the KLRMP as it was on the date of the Order.

In relation to the objective set by government for Cultural and Heritage Sites (2.1.16 index
#182) the results/strategies that apply are as set out in Section 5.10 of this document.

In relation to the objective set by government for Settlement Resource Management Zones
(2.2 index #192) the results that apply to the areas of primary forest activity in each FDU
are that the holder of this FSP will not harvest timber or construct road within the zone as it
is defined in Figure 7 of the KLRMP as it was on the date of the Order.

In relation to the objective set by government for Special Resource Management —
Habitat/Wildlife Management Objectives and Strategies (2.5.1 index #225) the
results/strategies that apply are as set out in Sections 5.1.14 through 5.1.18 of this FSP.

In relation to the objective set by government for Special Resource Management —
Habitat/Wildlife Management Objectives and Strategies H1 North Thompson Caribou
Habitat (2.5.2 index #227) the results/strategies that apply are as set out in Section 5.1.15
of this FSP.

5.1.16

5.1.17

In relation to the objective set by government for Special Resource Management —
Habitat/Wildlife Management Objectives and Strategies H10 Battle Bluffs Wildlife Habitat
(2.5.2 index #250 and #254) the are falls outside of the Holder's FDU’s, therefore no
results or strategies are proposed.

In relation to the objective set by government for Special Resource Management —
Habitat/Wildlife Management Objectives and Strategies H11 Skull Wildlife Habitat (2.5.2
index #261) the results that apply in each FDU are that the holder of this FSP will not

2 As defined under Section 5.7.1 a)
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harvest timber or construct road within the zone as it is defined in Figure 10 of the KLRMP
as of the date of the Order.

5.1.18 Inrelation to the objective set by government for Special Resource Management —
Habitat/Wildlife Management Objectives and Strategies H12 Skwilatin Wildlife Habitat
(2.5.2 index #264) the results/strategies are as set out in Section 5.1.9 of this FSP.

5.1.19 In relation to the objective set by government for Special Resource Management —
Recreation and Tourism Resource Management Objectives and Strategies (2.6.1 index
#271) the results/strategies that apply are as set out in Section 5.9 and 5.13 of this FSP,
where they may overlap with the Special Resource Management Zone — Recreation and
Tourism.

5.1.20 In relation to the objective set by government for Special Resource Management —
Recreation and Tourism Resource Management Objectives and Strategies (2.6.1 index
#277) no approved plans, local processes, or enhanced referrals have been brought
forward in FRPA and therefore the holder of this FSP has not set out any results or
strategies.

5.1.21 Inrelation to the objective set by government for Special Resource Management —
Recreation and Tourism Resource Management Objectives and Strategies (2.6.1 index
#296) the results/strategies that apply to the areas of primary forest activity in each FDU
are as set out in Sections 5.1.19 and 5.1.20 of this FSP.

Objectives set by Government — Land Act; Land Use Objectives Regulation

51.a Old Growth Management Objectives for the Kamloops Land and Resource
Management Plan Area

a. Consistent with the Land Use Objectives Regulation (LUOR) Order titled Old Growth
Management Objectives for the Kamloops Land and Resource Management Plan Area
dated March 5, 2013, (the Order) the holders of this FSP will apply the following
result/strategy in FDU’s FLN, FLS, FLK, and TFL18.

i. Old Growth Management Areas will be maintained consistent with the spatially
identified Old Growth Management areas shown on Appendix B Maps #2 and
represented in the file residing in the BC Geographic Warehouse under the layer
named WHSE_LAND_USE_PLANNING.RMP_OGMA_LEGAL_CURRENT_SVW
as updated from time to time, except as required to accommodate the following
purposes and as set out in section 5.1.a.b:

1. To prevent the spread of insect infestations or diseases that pose a significant
threat to forested areas external to the OGMA,

To address safety hazards associated with primary forest activities,
To provide guyline clearances and tailhold anchors,
To address fuel management concerns and related safety hazards,

To provide road access where no alternative practicable option for road
location exists, or

To facilitate timber harvesting that will result in operationally practicable
cutblock boundaries.

7. Where a block was declared prior to submission of this amendment overlaps
an OGMA identified in the Order.

ii. Except as specified in section 5.1.a.b primary forest activities conducted under
Section 5.1.a.a 1 through 6. will be conducted to the minimum extent necessary to

o b wb

o
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accommodate the purpose, as documented in a rationale completed by a qualified
registered professional and retained on the block file, and

iii. Except as specified in section 5.1.a.b, primary forest activities conducted under
section 5.1.a.a. will not exceed the lesser of two hectares or 10% of an individual
OGMA polygon per 20 year time period as identified from a spatial file downloaded
from the BC Geographic Warehouse annually by March 31%.

b. In consideration of Objective 1 of the Order and the incursion limits identified in Section
5.1.a.a.iii of this FSP as they apply to all FDU’s,, there are foreseeable circumstances when
the incursion limits may be exceeded. Where Section 5.1.a.a.iii incursions are exceeded,

i. A signed and sealed professional rationale will be developed which:
1. Identifies why all or part of the OGMA is being deleted and replaced,
2. ldentifies the replacement OGMA area,
3. Describes the original OGMA and replacement OGMA attributes
4,

Describes how the replacement OGMA area is consistent to extent
practicable with Objective 1 of the Order.

ii. The rationale and spatial file of the deletion and replacement areas will be provided
to the responsible agency 3 months in advance of any cutting permit submission for
any OGMA modified relative to that permit.

Objectives Set By Government — FRPA s.149
5.2 Soils-FPPRs.5

5.2.1 Inrelation to the objective set by government for soils set out in section 5 of the FPPR, the
results/strategies that apply to the areas of primary forest activity in each FDU are the
requirements of section 35 & 36 of the FPPR as those sections were on the Date of
Submission.

5.3 Wildlife - FPPR s.7

5.3.1 Inrespect of the notice entitled “Indicators of the Amount, Distribution, and Attributes of
Wildlife Habitat Required for the Winter Survival of Ungulate Species in the Kamloops
Timber Supply Area’, issued in May 2004 in accordance with section 7(2) of the FPPR, the
results that apply for FDU FLN and FLS are

a. That the holder of this FSP will not harvest timber or construct road within the
Mountain Goat Winter Range area shown on the map which accompanied the order.

5.3.2 No notice has been provided under Section 7(2) for the survival of species at risk or the
survival of regionally important wildlife, therefore the holder of this FSP has not set out any
results or strategies.

5.4 Water, Fish, Wildlife, and Biodiversity within Riparian Areas - FPPR s.8

5.4.1 In relation to the objective set by government for water, fish, wildlife, and biodiversity within
riparian areas set out in section 8 of the FPPR, the results/strategies that apply to the
areas of primary forest activity in each FDU are, subject to paragraphs 5.4.2 and 5.4.3, the
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requirements of section 47 to 51 and 53 of the FPPR as those sections were on the Date
of Submission.

5.4.2 Despite paragraph 5.4.1 and section 52(2) of the FPPR and to meet the requirements of
12 (3) of the FPPR, flowchart #1 and Paragraph 5.4.3 details the results and strategies for
retention of trees in riparian management zones:

543 Subject to flowchart #1, the results or strategies respecting retention of trees in a riparian
management zone are

a. forareas within 5 m of an S4, S5 and S6 stream, to retain brush species, advanced
regeneration, and, at the option of the holder of this FSP, retain danger trees
assessed as safe by a qualified danger tree assessor, except where the holder of the
FSP is:

i. establishing stream crossings,
ii. carrying out hand falling,
iii. carrying out cable or aerial yarding across or adjacent to the stream
iv. tying support or stabilization cables for overhead cable yarding systems, or

v. carrying out vegetation management treatments to meet free growing
requirements, and

b. for areas within 10 m of an S4 stream, to retain over the length of each stream reach
within a cutblock, an average of not less than 10 overstory stems on either side of the
stream over 100 m of stream length®, unless

i. the trees to be retained are infested or diseased by a forest health agent that
would spread if the trees were not removed,
ii. the stems are within 5 m of either side of a skid crossing, or within the right-of-
way of a stream crossing,
ii. the stream reach is located in a harvest unit that is being harvested by a cable
or an aerial yarding system.
iv. there are an insufficient number of overstory stems found within 10 m of the

stream in which case the equivalent of existing preharvest overstory trees within
10m of the stream will be retained or

v. the trees are removed because they are danger trees or the trees have roots
that are embedded in the stream bank.

’ Measurement example: Total # of overstory stems retained / Total length of stream within the block = 0.10
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5.5 Fish Habitat in Fisheries Sensitive Watersheds — FPPR s.8.1

5.5.1 In relation to the objectives set by government for fish habitat in fisheries sensitive
watersheds, no objectives have been identified and therefore no results or strategies are
specified. '

5.6 Water in Community Watersheds - FPPR s.8.2

5.6.1 In relation to the objectives set by government for water in community watersheds set out in
Section 8.2 of the FPPR, the results/strategies that apply to the areas of primary forest
activity for all FDU’s are;

4.

the holder of this FSP will adopt sections 59 through 61 of the FPPR as those sections
were on the date of submission of this FSP.

Prior to harvesting or road construction, the holder will ensure an evaluation is
completed for the hydrological impacts of forestry related development on:

i. the potential for accelerated surface erosion
ii. the potential for landslides
iii. the potential for changes to peak flow

iv. the interaction of these processes and cumulative effects.

If the results of the evaluation conducted in section 5.6.1 b. indicate the Holder's
harvesting, road construction, or deactivation will have a material adverse impact on
community watershed quality of water above the intake, timing of flow, or on human
health, the Holder will, prior to harvesting, road construction, or road deactivation
evaluate and modify plans to mitigate any expected material adverse affects that could
result from engaging in such activities.

The requirement of the Holder to complete an evaluation under this section is not
required under the following circumstances:

i. the felling or removal of trees that are a safety hazard, and

ii. the felling and removing of trees is required to address trees that have been
damaged by fire, insects, disease, or are at risk of damage, and the removal of
those trees will not have a material adverse affect on water quality or quantity
upstream of the point of diversion.

5.7 Wildlife and Biodiversity (Landscape Level) - FPPR s.9

5.7.1 In relation to the objective set by government for wildlife and biodiversity at the landscape
level set out in section 9 of the FFPR, the results/strategies that apply to all FDU’s where
there is timber harvesting and road construction activity are;

b.

For the purposes of this section, “at risk of damage” means any block of timber planned
for harvest containing greater than 40% Lodgepole pine by volume, or any block of
timber where the compiled cruise shows the combination of % blowdown, % burn, and
% insect damage for conifers to be greater than 20%.

Subject to section 5.7.1 b. and 5.9.2, for the term of this FSP, the holder of this FSP will
adopt sections 64 and 65 of the FPPR as those sections were on the date of submission
of this FSP, except
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i. Section 64(1) and 65(2) of the FPPR do not apply where a stand contains trees
that are at risk of damage and the holder of this FSP designs the block consistent
with FPPR section 64(2)(b).

5.8 Wildlife and Biodiversity (Stand Level) - FPPR s.9.1

5.8.1 Inrelation to the objective set by government for wildlife and biodiversity at the stand level
set out in section 9.1 of the FPPR, the results/strategies that apply to areas of timber
harvesting in all FDU’s are:

a. |If, during the period January 1 to December 31 of the same year, the holder of this
FSP completes harvesting on one or more cutblocks to which this FSP applies, then

i. There will be wildlife tree retention areas on 80% or more of the cutblocks greater
than 5 hectares that were harvested within that period.

5.9 Visual Quality — FPPR s.9.2

5.9.1 Inrelation to the objective set by government for visual quality set out in 9.2 of the FFPR
for the scenic areas defined in Appendix B Map #2, the result/strategy for timber
harvesting and road construction in FDUs FLN, FLS, and TFL18 is that the holder of this
FSP will design cutblocks and roads so that the altered forest landscape is consistent with
section 9.2 (2) of the FPPR as it relates to the District of Headwaters visual landscape
inventory dated 1999, as that section was on the Date of Submission unless;

a. no other practicable option exists to provide road access to timber to ensure the
holders of the FSP can exercise their timber harvesting rights,

b. itis unachievable if forest health factors in the area are to be address and the design
of the cutblock or road, to the extent practicable, mimics naturally occurring landscape
characteristics and, subject to Section 5.9.2 a., exhibits elements of good visual
design, or

c. the block or road is designed as part of a visual rehabilitation plan developed for the
area.

5.9.2 Inrelation to the objective set by government as set out in section 5.1.10 b) for areas
outside the scenic areas defined in Appendix B Map #2 the result/strategy for FDUs FLN,
FLS, FLK, and TFL18 is that the holder of this FSP will design cutblocks and roads so that
the altered forest landscape may dominate the viewscape, but will borrow from natural line
and form to such an extent and on such a scale as to be compatible with natural
occurrences except where:

a. As determined by a qualified registered professional, the external and internal
boundary locations are limited by:

i. aroad location,

i. an old growth management area,

ii. harvest machinery limitations,

iv. riparian management results or strategies as set out in Section 5.4 of this FSP,
v. block size restrictions as set out in Section 5.7.1 of this FSP,

vi. timber merchantability, or

vii. retention limits as set out in Section 5.8 of this FSP.

5.10 Cultural Heritage Resources (CHR’s) - FPPR s.10
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5.10.1 In relation to the objective set by government for cultural heritage resources set out in the
section 10 of the FPPR and to be consistent with the objective set out in section 5.1.11 of
this FSP, the results/strategies that apply to each FDU are:

a.

For the purposes of this section “Archaeological evaluation” means an office review
that may entail subsequent field work by a qualified First Nations representative or
archaeologist.

before a holder constructs a road or harvests a cutblock, the holder will ensure that an

opportunity is provided for an archaeological evaluation to be carried out for areas

within the cutblock or road right of way:

i. that contain previously identified archaeological resources, where this information
is provided digitally to the holder of this FSP by the Archaeology Branch of the
Government of British Columbia, or;

ii. that are identified as having “high, medium-high, or medium potential” within an
established archaeological predictive map or model for the area, or;

iii. for which site-specific information regarding archaeological resources is brought
forward or made available to the holders of this FSP, by an aboriginal people or
government.

If a previously unidentified archaeological resource is encountered during harvesting

or road construction, operations will cease to the extent necessary to protect the

feature, until an archeological assessment can be carried out, and

5.10.2 I[f a Holder of this FSP plans to develop cutblocks or roads to which an FDU of this FSP
applies and is within the area where a First Nation group is affected by the plan, the Holder
of the FSP will:

(a) Notify that First Nation, on an annual basis, of areas where within the affected area any

such planned new cutblock and road development may occur, and within that notice;

() Request from that First Nation information regarding any CHR located in the
areas referred to in sub clause (a)(ii)(B);
(i) Offer to meet with that First Nation on an annual basis and, if they accept, then:
(A) Make reasonable efforts to meet; and

(B) At such a meeting, review information provided to that First Nation
under subparagraph (a) for those areas within the affected area where
that holder of the FSP may plan new cutblock and road development.

(b) If a First Nation identifies to the holder of the FSP the existence of a CHR in an area that

the Holder of the FSP has identified under subparagraph (a) prior to that Holder of the
FSP making an application for a CP or RP, to which this FSP applies, in respect of that

area:

(iy Offer to discuss with the First Nation the specific location of the CHR in relation
to the planned development,

(i) Evaluate, utilizing a qualified individual, whether or not the item identified is a
CHR and, if it is, evaluate the direct impact of the planned development on the
CHR based on:

(A) the relative value or importance of the CHR to a traditional use by the
First Nation; _

(B) the relative abundance or scarcity of the CHR;

(C) the historical extent of the traditional use of the CHR;

(D) the impact on the timber harvesting rights of the Agreement Holder
that are subject to this FSP of conserving or protecting the CHR; and
(E) options for mitigating the impact of the harvesting or road construction

on the CHR;
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(c) if an evaluation under subparagraph (b)(ii) determines that the planned development will
cause a CHR to be unavailable for its continued use, then, to the extent it is practicable
to do so, having regard to the evaluation under sub paragraph (b)(ii)(A - E), alter the
design of the relevant cutblocks or roads to conserve or, if necessary, protect the CHR;

(d) if no CHR information is received from a First Nation, as a result of subparagraph (a),
then for an area that the Agreement Holder has identified under subparagraph (a) the
Agreement Holder will utilize any CHR information previously identified and provided or
made available, prior to that FSP Holder making an application for a CP or RP, and then
apply subparagraphs(b)(ii) and (c) to that CHR; and

If a previously unidentified CHR is encountered after Cutting Permit or Road Permit
issuance, modify or stop work to the extent necessary to protect the cultural heritage
resource, then apply subparagraphs (b)(ii) and (c) to that CHR.

Grandparented Objectives — FRPA s.181

5.11

5.12

5.13

5.14

515

5.16

Objectives in respect of Ungulate Winter Range

5.11.1 No ungulate winter range objectives have been brought forward under section 181 of the
FRPA that apply to the FDUs of this FSP and therefore no results/strategies are specified.

Objectives in respect of Wildlife Habitat Areas

5.12.1 No wildlife habitat area objectives have been brought forward under section 181 of the
FRPA that apply to the FDUs of this FSP and therefore no results/strategies are specified.

Objectives in respect of a Scenic Area

5.13.1 In relation to the objective set by government for Scenic Areas the results/strategies that
apply to FDU FLK are that the holder of this FSP will design cutblocks and roads so that
the altered forest landscape is consistent with the established visual quality objectives, as
they were on the Date of Submission, within the scenic area boundary as it is defined on
the FSP Content Map(s) #2, unless otherwise as described in Section 5.9.1 a) though e).

Objectives in respect of an Emergency Bark Beetle Management Area

5.14.1 No Emergency Bark Beetle Management Area objectives have been brought forward
under section 181 of the FRPA that apply to the FDUs of this FSP and therefore no
results/strategies are specified.

Objectives in respect of Community Watersheds

5.15.1 No community watershed objectives have been brought forward under section 181 of the
FRPA that apply to the FDUs of this FSP and therefore no results or strategies are
specified.

Objectives in respect of an area with Significant Downstream Fisheries Values

5.16.1 No significant downstream fisheries value objectives have been brought forward under

section 181 of the FRPA that apply to the FDUs of this FSP and therefore no results or
strategies are specified.
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5.17 Objectives in respect of an area with Significant Watershed Sensitivity

5.17.1 No significant watershed sensitivity objectives have been brought forward under section
181 of the FRPA that apply to the FDUs of this FSP and therefore no results or strategies
are specified.

5.18 Objectives in respect of a Lakeshore Management Zone

5.18.1 No lakeshore management zone objectives have been brought forward under section 181
of the FRPA that apply to the FDUs of this FSP and therefore no results or strategies are
specified.

5.19 Objectives in respect of an Interpretive Forest Site

5.19.1 In relation to the objectives for the Isobel Lake Interpretive Forest Site, the site falls outside
of the holders FDU'’s so no results or strategies are specified.

5.20 Objectives in respect of Recreations Sites and Recreation Trails

5.20.1 In relation to the objectives referred to in section 181 of the FRPA for recreation sites and
recreation trails, and in addition to those results/strategies set out in other sections of this
plan, the results/strategies that apply to each FDU in respect of cutting permits and road
permits held by the holder of this FSP, except where the recreation site or trail is
established over or adjacent an existing road location, are;

a. If harvesting or road construction is proposed within-arecreatien-site-ortrail- ef within
100 m of an established recreation site or within 50 meters of a recreation trail, the
holder will ensure within that zone that;

i. no harvesting occurs adjacent to the recreation site if stand damage from forest
health factors is less than 20% of the volume per hectare;

ii. understory retention will be used adjacent to recreations sites and trails if stand
damage from forest health factors is greater than or equal to 20% of the volume
per hectare;

iv. temporary road construction or access control is implemented within a 100
meter buffer of the site or trail,

v. any damage to the recreation site or trail due to road construction or harvest
activities by the holders of this FSP within the 100 m buffer will be repaired.

b. If the holder has a road permit for the only access route to a recreation site identified
in Table 3, and subject to FPPR section 81 as it was on the date of submission, the
holder will not restrict summer access as a result of deactivation activities, except for
temporary closures to repair or replace roads and bridges. The following table lists the
applicable road permits:

Table 3.
- Recreation 5 Road Permit Major Structures or

General Location Feature Licence o Road Road Status Bridges

Lolo Lake Site FL A18688 R06104 31 Active -

Moira Lake S. Site TFL 18 R06112 40A Inactive Bridge K750
Ejas Lake Site TFL 18 R0O6112 9 Active -

Kitty Ann Lake Site TFL 18 R0O6112 231 Active -
McCorvie Lake N. Site FL A18688 R14702 1480 Active -

Page 22 of 30

Page 55 of 130 FNR-2016-62778 TR



Amendment #20 Copy - Forest Stewardship Plan 2006
Canadian Forest Products Ltd. — Vavenby Division

White Lake Site TFL 18 R06112 10 Active -
Windy Lake Site TFL 18 R0O6112 10 Active -
Boundary Lake Site TFL 18 R06112 7B Active Bridge
East Maury Lake Site TFL 18 R0O6112 9 Inactive -
Moira Lake North Site TFL 18 R0O6112 9 Inactive

Grizzly Lake East Site TFL 18 R0O6112 3 Inactive

Moose Lake Site TFL 18 R06112 10 Active -

6 MEASURES

6.1 Measures for Preventing the Introduction or Spread of Invasive Plants

6.1.1 In relation to the measures referred to in section 17 of the FPPR for preventing the

introduction or spread of invasive plants, the measures for all FDUs are;

a.

The holder of this FSP will annually review the appropriate governments Invasive Alien
Plants database and note the locations of infestations relative to proposed primary

forest activities,

Using the information resulting from subsection a), will identify areas of high risk to
invasive plant introduction or spread from harvesting or road construction operations,

Will ensure that the holders woodlands staff are trained in the recognition of invasive
plants prior to conducting work for the Holder, and

When conducting harvesting or road construction operations the holder of this FSP will

ensure that disturbed areas are,

i. Re-vegetated within one year following disturbance on high risk sites identified
in b) above, and

ii. Re-vegetated within two years for all other sites, and

iii. The seed mix used in all grass seeding activities shall meet or exceed Canada
Common #1 Forage Mixture specifications as defined by the Canada Seeds Act.

6.2 Measures to Mitigate the Loss of Natural Range Barriers

6.2.1 In relation to the measures referred to in section 18 of the FPPR to mitigate the effect of
removing or rendering ineffective natural range barriers, the results/strategies for all FDUs

are
a.

7 STOCKING REQUIREMENTS
Legal Reference: FPPR Section 16

Each year under the term of this FSP, the areas within FDUs that are occupied by or

adjacent to range tenures authorized by an enactment will be updated from

information gathered from district range staff;

Any range tenure holder identified under 6.2.1 a above that has not been previously
informed of this FSP will be informed of this FSP within 3 months of updating the

range tenures as a result of 6.2.1 a. and,

Where, as a result of Section 5.1.6 a), the range tenure holder indicates that the
planned development will remove or render ineffective a natural range barrier,
reasonable efforts will be made to come to agreement with the range tenure holder(s)
and to implement measures as agreed.
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Amendment #20 Copy - Forest Stewardship Plan 2006
Canadian Forest Products Ltd. — Vavenby Division

7.1 General Standards

Where a holder of this FSP is required under the Act and regulations to establish a free growing
stand in respect of timber harvesting governed by this FSP, the holder will on all cutblocks, subject
to Paragraph 7.2 do so in accordance with the regeneration and free growing stocking standards in
Appendix A.

For the purposes of the Free Growing stocking standards, all coniferous species listed as primary,
secondary, or tertiary in the Reference Guide to FDP Stocking Standards — Kamloops Forest
Region, Caribou Forest Region, and Prince George Forest Region as applicable, dated December
11, 2002 will be considered preferred species.

For the purposes of the Regeneration Delay and Free Growing stocking standards Lw will
contribute a maximum of 30% toward target stocking density.

7.2 Variations from General Standards

Despite Paragraph 7.1, a holder of this FSP may apply the following stocking standards in the
following circumstances:

7.2.1 Regeneration delay will be 7 years where natural regeneration is the primary reforestation
method.

7.2.2  Non rust resistant white pine or naturally regenerated white pine will be pruned to a height
of 1.3 metres to reduce risk of white pine blister rust. This will occur when white pine
accounts for more than 5% of the required stems per hectare to meet free growing; if less
than 5% is required, pruning will not occur and the white pine will be deemed acceptable.
Only rust resistant white pine will be planted.

7.2.3 InFDU's FLK, FLS, and TFL 18, in the SBS, ESSF, and ICH zones between 1000 and
1500 meters elevation where White Pine Weevil (Pissodes strobi) having attack levels >
10%* is identified in a plantation containing > 30% spruce, aspen and birch will not be
considered detrimental competition to spruce crop trees as long as the HDR of the spruce
crop trees are less than 60 when conducting a free growing survey.

7.2.4 Aspen, cottonwood, birch, willow and alder within the 5 meter machine free zone of a
temperature sensitive stream, or a S4, S5, or S6 stream, are not considered deleterious
brush competition when conducting a free growing survey.

7.2.5 With respect to Mule Deer,
a. Western larch planted in Critical Mule Deer Winter Range defined in Figure 4 of the
KLRMP as it was on the date of the Order may only make up a maximum of 50% of
the total target stocking on those standard units planted.

7.2.6 The maximum density for Lodgepole Pine leading stands is 25,000 countable stems per
hectare.

7.2.7 For all other species and for stands with < 80% Lodgepole Pine the maximum density is
10,000 countable stems per hectare.

* >10% is defined as % of spruce attacked /total spruce.
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Amendment #20 Copy - Forest Stewardship Plan 2006
Canadian Forest Products Ltd. — VVavenby Division

7.2.8 Where the MITD is 2.0 metres the MITD may be reduced to 1.6 metres for areas;

i.

ii.
ii.
iv.
V.

Vi.

Vi.

vii.

Where stumping or mounding site preparation treatments are conducted, or
Where surface or sub-surface rock limits plantable spot selection of the site, or
Where there is high congregation and use by cattle, or

Where heavy slash loading exists, or

Cable terrain where stumping cannot be conducted to manage root rot, or

Sites where stump avoidance during planting is a root rot management strategy,
or

To facilitate obstacle planting in areas within the Mule Deer UWR units as
identified in Appendix B, or

Riparian areas with a high component of residual stems.

729 To remain consistent with the result/strategy as set out in Section 5.1.9 of this FSP, within
KLRMP Critical Moose Winter Range in figure 4 of the Kamloops LRMP as it was on the
Date of Submission of this FSP;

a. Aspen, willow, cottonwoaod, birch and red osier dogwood will not be considered
detrimental competition to crop trees at free growing if they are no more than 10
meters from the edge of a permanent road prism, or a W1, W2, or W5 wetland
identified as visible from a permanent road.
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Amendment #20 Copy - Forest Stewardship Plan 2006
Canadian Forest Products Ltd. — Vavenby Division

SIGNATURES of Persons required to prepare plan

Preparing Forester

“I certify that | have determined that this
work was preformed to an acceptable
standard”

Forestry Sup
Vavenby Division
Canadian Forest Products

Authorized Licensee Signature:

Allison Andersen, R.P.F.
Vavenby Division
Operations Manager
Canadian Forest Products Ltd.
Signing Authority
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Amendment #20 Copy - Forest Stewardship Plan 2006
Canadian Forest Products Ltd. — Vavenby Division

APPENDIX A
REGENERATION AND FREE GROWING STOCKING STANDARDS

FRPA Section 197(5) Blocks for which FSP Stocking Standards apply

Tenure Cuttin Applicable
2o Block ID PII’:DU
FL A18688 187 1,2, 4 FLN
TFL 18 262 B108 TFL18
FL A18688 805 1,2,3,6 FLK
FL A18688 807 1,2,34,5 FLK
FL A18688 848 21,22 6,16 FLK
FL A18688 624 S121 FLS
FL A18688 /TFL 18 | 633/256 B103 FLS/TFL18
FL A18688 635 S238, S243 FLS
FL A18688 636 M153 FLS
FL A18688 638 S208, S209 FLS
FL A18688 125 N123, L148, R153 FLS
FL A18688 506 R150 FLS
FL A18688 523 N130, N131, N132 FLS
TFL 18 261/266 M146, M151 TFL18
FL A18688 637 S245, S246, S113 FLS
TFL 18 263 M160, M161, M162 TFL18
TFL 18 264 D141 ' TFL18
TFL 18 265 (100, 1104, 1115 TFL18
FL A18688 524 R194 FLS
FL A18688 525 R199 FLS
FL A18688 310 U101, U111, U126, U127 FLN
FL A18688 518 N121, N124, N127 FLS
FL A18688 519 N122 FLS
FL A18688 520 F107, F108, F109 FLS
FL A18688 521 N126, N133 FLS
TFL 18 247 D110 TFL18
TFL 18 255 D100 TFL18
TFL 18 257 M128, M143, M145, M147, M148, TFL18
M149, M152
TFL 18 258 D131, D132 TFL18
TFL 18 259 M125, M153 TFL18
TFL 18 260 D130 TFL18

Page 27 of 30

Page 60 of 130 FNR-2016-62778 TR



Aubrey, Michelle FLNR:EX

From:

‘Sent:

To:

Subject:
Attachments:

HE Clint

Here is the cruise plan for 1106

Thanks
Andy

Forestry Supervisor
<m<..w..&.< Division

250-676-1137

ondy.qroom@coafor.com

Groom, Andy <Andrew.Groom@canfor.com>
Friday, September 5, 2014 8:04 AM

Reiter, Clinton FLNR:EX.

CANFOR FLA18688 t106 cruise plan
cp_letter.doc; cruiseplan_fs693.doc; 31_t106.pdf

Page 61 of 130 FNR-2016-62778 TR



August 31, 2018

District Manager
Ministry of Forests
1265 Dalhousie Drive
Kamloops BC

Attn: Clint Reiter

RE: Cruise Plan Submission —FL A18688 T106
Dear Clint

Piease find aftached the cruise plan for the above block.

Canadian Forest Products Ltd.

Vavenby Division

Box 39

Vavenby, British Columbia
Canada VOE 3A0

Fax (250) 676-8455

Tel. (250) 6761137
Andy.groom@cagnfor.com

Contact the undersigned should you have any questions or concerns.

Yours truly,
Canadian Forest Products Ltd. - Vavenby Division

Andrew Groom RFT.
Forestry Supervisor
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ProvINCIAL CRUISE PLAN CP.:

TENURE:

FL A18688

T106

CRUISE BasE
OR SCALE Base

SCALE

Base Map # 82MO71

District Manager: Rick Sommer * Cruise Area {ha):
Licensee: ¢ Canfar _ Contact: m Andy Groom
Geographic ronm:o:. _ ._.Bnr_mm

TSA: —ﬁms_noum LOPSYL: m 18 ,_ w_lm-m..ol o __ Inv, Reg. z.un_ w._,.

Coast: m Immature: _ ] ) Mature: —._

| ING:AGENC e _COMPILINC |
>mm:n< Zmam KDGC Forestry Name; Canfar
Cruiser Names{if known): Address:

Address: {250} £74-0249

{250) 576-9518

Vehicle

. .C. TENTATIVE CRUISE DATES: = . - = .. - _.
From;  May m_mm.._._.. S B [ Dec2014

m_anomma Years of Logging: | 20082010 Access:

_ D. HARVESTING SYSTEM: =
Harvesting System: Conventional e e
Systematic Grid: Yes

1 mmmqmmua silu. System ?a ch n_sm:.,.E mmma_ ,_.ma :Qm m.._m opan’ :m_ size).

Mezsure Plols: w_ T _9_: s w1 | Gemeeicvi s REvewiom] W
a m 200 x 200 m if cruise < 280 ha
Grd Spacing inm) | 100 | | 0 . 250x20mifcnise250ha
v:maim_mmnoum M | Fixed Area: No i Plot Size tha): w /A
" F. MINIMUM DIAMETER LIMITS: COAST IRTERIGR
Maluse _BamEﬂM ...... ) mumo._mﬂﬁrnrs.,. te) mxman,,oJ ﬁnav i
Fi T _ - U SO R ki e

" “Compilation - Appraisal (em) o T T PE 125 Other: 17.5 -

- n.ﬂ._._.m_.uw_.m.l_mm. mﬁ...mﬂzm Parmit E_: ) PI: 12.5 Other: 17.5
0 __5 PW_A_ZQ Ribbon Colour Paint Colour Axe Blaze Other (tags)
Boundaries i Orange “NiA N “No No
mmmm__sm - -~ e I o e s

B B T R - - >
Plot Gentre - “BlueiYellow | NiA No No

Eii.._:mm Points T Blue R Z.__WE Mo .Z.o -

- . .m.u...rmmmm..._.___ﬁwm | o e - - e
Riparian Areas ! SMZ _ M{A No No
e ._ S o T
o : oo . e

. H. TREE HEIGHTS: (TOTAL HEIGHT METHOD IS MANDATORY)

Height Estimation Method [ocular, vartex, etc.) “ Qcular . Height Measuring Instrument {clinn, hypsometer, etc.)

Comments;
Note The criginal traverse fotes must be provided to Forest Service slalf upon request.:

4
Signed: “ Andrew Groom ! .5.3 Sept 5, 2014
bc,:cawmn_ Licensee mm?mmm:ﬁmﬁ_{m xm.m_m_u._....b._.o or b._‘m Zr__.ncmn Umﬁm

b_.m _u_nn_ﬂE in ma muua,__oa _.‘oamﬁ m_mém_.n_mzn or Farest Development Plan? Yes

FS 693 HYA 2008/08 Flease be advised that fhis informalian may be released under the Freedom of Information and Prolection of Privacy Act
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SECTIONS J, K, L (TO BE FILLED OUT WHEN REQUIRED)

A 5 = - _m ... m.. m.. . I

| “Typeno. | Type BEC Ploprism | Type Aron | Average | Estmatad | Type Vol % | Esumated | Weighed | Totsl | Grid
Uescrigtion | Subzona size tha) mtha VolfType m* ; of Tolal Wof. | Type &V Type CV | FT—— ' Spacing
Manant |
1 FISXFd  |IGHmK2 411 | Referto :
I--N RSN el S NN S 1 N  sectons
e . A (U E i
3 D 24,38
.i-.a...i!. et b i e Ay m: SO browecia
: SR SR SR RUNUR _ _ Crising
Im....i- SOV SR A S S D -; e B A
Tot Ha's b ird Tet Val. Tot Waighisu CV “
EXPLANATION OF FORMULA
C=AXB D=__C X100 E = gruising manual, section 2.62
Sum C1...7
Variable Plot Fixed Plot G = cruising manual M= Total hectares x 10,000
F=DXE F=AXE section 2.4, 2.5 G (number of plots)
Type e st e e e e
Type 2: - o
Type3: e e e
Type 4: e o o o
Type 5: o e ]
Type & e e e e e

Type 7:
- L. INSTRUGTIONS FOR SECTIONS

Enter district and tenure information.

Enter the name and address of the cruising and compiting agencies.

Enter the tentative start and completion dates of the field work.

Enier yes beside applicable headings.

Enter the number of plots and the grid spacing.

Enter the diameter limits measured and compiled to;, and prism BAF.

Enter the colour(s) of paint and flagging used, and the type of blazing and plot tags.

Enter the appropriate height estimation method, and height measuring instrument used.
Enter remarks if required. Signature and date are mandatory,

OPTIONAL. Enter data ONLY if stratified systematic sampling is used. Type description —
include: species/ age class/ haight class/ site quality.

K OPTIONAL. Enter source of CV estimates.

ATTACH: CRUISE PLAN MAP. Drawn to 1:5,000 or 1:10,000 scale, topography, (streams and
roads), air photo numbers, strips and baselines, plot locations, boundaries, area in the mereh and
total by cut block, label the cut block {mature or immature). MUST BE SUBMITTED WITH THIS

ST I OMMOoOODT >

FORM.
AERIAL PHOTOGRAPH: Submit a copy with timber typing.
FS 693 .I,.c.w 2006/06 Fleass be advised ihal this information may be refeased under the Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Act

DISTRICT TO FORWARD COPY TO REGION
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| H Dia, Limits: 17.5cm (Pli = 12.5) Plot Type:  Prism| |

Height Instrument: Vertex Walkthrough Method: Y
Height Estimation Method: Vertex GPS Plot Location

D!S»E

Roads/Trails

Gross Area (ha): 50.6

Operating Area:  Third Canyon
Harvest Method: Clearcut - Reserves Tenure: Forest Licence
Dist. Mngr:

Mapsheet: 082M071
FIZ: G PSYU: 183 Inv. Reg. No: 57

=K Paved X X Deactivation (
=HEIK Gravel Main ©=== Temp Constructed = = = = Culural Trail
=EEWE Operational ©——— Temp Proposed = = = = Operational Trail

Cruise Information VRI Data
@  Full Measure Plot A roc o=
7% CountPlot 433._23:

() Drop Plot Tight Chain Traverse — Projected Age Class
Management Area
[ | siockorinterest 7] cable Harvest Area [ ||| Woodot

Parks, Protected Areas | | Private Land

. Reserves B Eco/Rec Reserve _v.__ 2!.._&_

¥ - (p— .

7, Non-Productive |*'V 11} PSYU s
G: 28) Region & Free

ﬁ el D @ Compartment Growing

[ 7777 Landscay ) e

[rrirylandscaps [ ] rowmoadpermit || opening

Cruise Area (ha): 47.7

Timbermark: ANRA_012

£ SX70BL30 ¥— Species and Parcent
\ 75— Projected Age

= = = Recreation Trail

Comp't. No: 22

Structures
J=( Existing Bridge
== Proposed Bridge

@ Existing Cuvert

= = - Seismic/Cut line
&—8 Pipdine

B—— Transmission/Power Line
(0 v

#® Removed Structure  # Pipeline Crossing

it catle Guard ~#- Pipeline X-ing Multiple
@ Existing Pipe Arch I Skid/Backspar Xing % Railway Crossing

+ Designated Crossing & Access Control

@ Landing @ Proposed Culven A KM Marker
Hydrology Contours - 10m

E Wetland Fish Beanng Index Contour

- Definite = Intermediate Contour

[ vakemer Indefnite + Spot Height
Other Features :

W—— Fence /. Boundary Station

——+ Rail Line 4 Culwral Heritage Feature

4 Culturslly Modified Tree
W Widste Feature
I # | cutural Heritage Area

Other

47.7

Cruise Area

4a1.7

NP (Natural)
NCBr
Logged

NP (Oil and Gas)
Reserve

Right Of Way/Road Permit/Landings

Non Merchantable

Total Area

190 L]

Scale = 1:10,000
108 0 300

Map Date: 9512014
Created By Groom, Andy

Tentatwe Cruise Dates:
From' 05-Sep-2014 To 05-Mar-2015

=X qlmmnuuﬂﬂnﬁ

I.u.:lo
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Aubrey, Michelle FLNR:EX

From: Groom, Andy <Andrew.Groom@canfor.coim>
Sent: Saturday, October 18, 2014 12:36 PM

To: Reiter, Clinton FLNR:EX

Subject: CANFOR cruise plan T113

Attachments: 31 t113.pdf; cp_letter.doc; cruiseplan_fs693.doc
Hi Clint

Here is the cruise plan for t113 within FLA18688

Thanks
Andy
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August 31, 2018

District Manager
Ministry of Forests
1265 Dalhousie Drive
Kamloops BC

Attn; Clint Reiter

RE: Cruise Plan Submission —-FLA18688 t113
Dear Clint

Please find attached the cruise plan for the above block.

Canadian Forest Products Ltd.

Vavenby Division

Box 39

Vavenby, British Calumbia
Canada VOE 3A0

Fax (250) 676-9455

Tel, (250} 676-1137
Andy.groom@cagnfor.com

Contact the undersigned should you have any guestions or concerns.

Yours trily,
Canadian Forest Products Lid. - Vavenby Division

Andrew Groom RFT.
Forestry Supervisor

Page 67 of 130 FNR-2016-62778 TR



TENURE: FLA 18688
PRrovINCIAL CRUISE PLAN CP. T113

OR SCALE BASE

CRUISE BASE

SCALE

Base Map # 82MQS0

| CACATTENTION: - - s
Distiict Managei: Rick Sornimer * Cruise Area (ha): 1356 |
Licensee: ﬁnmm nfor o Contact: m Andy Groom
Geegraphic Location: w Trophies
TSA°  [Kamiops | pPsvu:lies I mzje Compt No:{22
S _ Immature: | . Mature: 1 Both: |
B. CRUISING AGENCY: - 5 SOMPILING AGE
bmn:ow__.Zm_._._m.,? o T ,mmwrﬂo_.mm:w.u Zm._._._.m.. T o ﬁ_w_.;_u_L
Cruiser Names [if krdwn): Address;
Address: (250) 674-0249 {250).676-8518
C. TENTATIVE CRUISE DATES:
From: Oot 2014 1T Tor Dec 2014
Proposed Years of Logging: m&m.__mﬁ.o-l o Access: Vehicle
D. HARVESTING SYSTEM:
Harvesting System: convantionat T
Systematic Grid: Yes . , N | L . l- . r
1. Bagregate silv. System {patch clearcut, seed iree. note avg..opening siza).
E. PLOT NO:
esswepos: [ a7 ] compos [ 46 |esimeescy| 60 T TSE Waved mi] Mo
i 200 % 200 mif cruise < 250 ha
Grid Spacing (in m) 120 by 120 _ 250°% 250 mif erdlse > 250 ha
PLOT TYPE: PismRelescope; | Prsm | FwedAwa: | No | FiotSzethay | NiA |
F. MINIMUM DIAMETER LIMITS: CoASY INTERIOR
........ ) Maluwe  immatwe | Speciesfomto)  Exemplion cm) |
- _u,mE._.m__q ........ . B e
-nm.s_ui_iza:hnumm_mummmtar".t|I| memd e e e —
.....m..u......_.:...:m:o: -Cutting Permit (em} o N Pl m»mmz.dm_u..._qm o
G. MARKING Ribhon Colour Paint Colour ; Axe Blaze Other {tags)
Soundarios R - Y : T s s
...... e - B Y - Mt
.........W_q__um ..... z...> A B v “No
( PootCeatre | BluelYellow T UNA No T TNe
Tie' Points - Buwe | na No No
ey — T T T T e
m__umm._m.zw..mmmi- e S T T e
— 5__M_=m e B - I o - znﬂ-:_,.i_..l.......--.|.|7.~MI-..I!..|.
Other :
H. TREE HEIGHTS: (TOTAL HEIGHT METHOD IS MANDATORY)
|I...:mmm.u.~.~.~ .m.mzam_..m..m: Method {ocular, vertex, oﬁn.__. _ Ocalar _ Height Measuring Instrument {ciiho, hypsometer, ste.) “ Vertex i
Commenis: T
Mote The original traverse nales must be provided to Forest Service staff upon request.:
S _ri.  Ardrew Groom - __ o ._mﬂ.m - mOoLw”m.m.“Hl
Autharized Licensee Rapresentative RPFIRETATC or ATE Myrnber Dale:
~ Are block(s) in an approved Forest Stewardship or Forest Develcpment Plan? Yes T

FS 893 HVA 2006/05 Flease be advised that lfiis information may be reieased under the Freedom of Informalion and Prateckion of Privacy Act:
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SECTIONS J, K, L (TO BE FILLED OUT WHEN REQUIRED)

J. STRATIFIED SYSTEMATIC SAMPLING: (Calculate sampling requiremsnts for sach tber type)
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o A B C } D E F G H
" Type No. Type “BEC PlotiPrisr | Type Area | Average | Estimaled | Type Vol % | Esimated | Weightod Total | Ged
Descnption .maccu_cu_m sizie tha) miha ValfType m* | of Tetal Val. Typa CV Type CV PlotsieP Spacing
arian .
1 PISxBa |ICH mk2 1356 | Refer lo
5 ; N R 1 Sectione
3 o T - 24,25
T & A i Provincial
m ,,,,,,,,,,,,,, _ S O . - . Cuising
m . \ I s A
N | i . | . .
Tot Ha's 135.6 Tat, Vol. Tol. Weightad CV
EXAPLANATION OF FORMULA
C=AXB b=___C X100 E = ¢cruising manual, section 2.62
Sum C1...7
Variable Plot Fixed Plot G = cruising manual H = M._.onmu.smn»m_.mm.x‘_o.aoo
F=DXE F=AXE section 2.4, 2.5 e G {(humber of plots}
K SOURCEOF CVESTWATES
Type 1: e o
Type 2: o . o o
Type 3. T e e e
Type 4: o o ] o )
Type 5: ) B . B -
Type 6G: ] ] )

Type 7:
L. INSTRUCTIONS FOR SECTIONS

Enter district and tenure infermation,

Enter the name and address of the cruising and compiling agencies.
Enter the tentative start and completion dates of the field wark.
Enter yes beside applicable headings.

Enter the number of plots and the grid spacing.

Enter the diameier limiis measured and compiled to, and prism BAF.

Enter the colour(s) of paint and flagging used, and the type of blazing and plot tags.

Enter the appropriate height estimation methed, and height measuring instrument used.
Enter remarks if required. Signature and date are mandatory.

OPTIONAL. Enter data ONLY if stratified systematic sampling is used. Type description ~
include: species/ age class/ height class/ site gquality.

K OPTIONAL. Enter source of CV estimates.

ATTACH: CRUISE PLAN MAP. Drawn to 1:5,000 or 1:10,000 scale, topography, (streams and
roads), air photo numbers, strips and baselines, plot locations, boundaries, area in the merch and
totai by cut block, label the cut block {mature ar immature). MUST BE SUBMITTED WITH THIS

C-TInpMMoOom>

FORM.
AERIAL PHOTOGRAPH: Submit a copy with timber typing.
F3 693 HWA 2006/06 Please be advised that this information may be released under the Fréedom of Information and Protectin of Privacy Act

DISTRICT TO FORWARD CQOPY TO REGION
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‘s Forest Region:
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1 Forest District. Tt K Rivers N I R ce District
n
" Operating Area: Third Cany Timb rk:ESBXXX
_" Harvest Method: Clearcut - Reserves Tenure: Forest Licence
g Biling Method: ~ Scale Based Dist. Mngr:
- TSA: 11-Kamloops Mapsheet: 092P090
o ———— FIZ G PSYU: 183 Inv. Reg. No: 57 Comp't. No: 22
| s RN g S P R i o SRR ettt P, T
B TEA el ¥ 'l .ﬁ.. A b
Cruise Information VRI Data
—e F E @  Full Measure Plot A roc oo
w mmd_wbm___uuo 21 CountPlot _ % Slope Amow ..,rvwawm.we : Wn.-ﬂh”awﬂ_ Percent
g /708 e <——Proje ge
.’ ( 7192 \ ©® ODropPlst — Tight Chain Traverse =i Projected Age Class
% ocsorniss H \ .4_ P| Management Area -
/“. /m. 82 _, / 47 . Block c::iig Cable HarvestArea | | | | Woodlot
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¥ y N u/M =R Gravel Main &= Temp Constructed = = = = Cultural Trail
4 L - My O SESEE Operational &= Temp Prop = = = = Operational Trail
7 _— b & B J.rr.h.\ Spur « oposed Other
] | NP = = Structures
Fs .ﬁl_Mw.ln_ ..u.\ = \‘ e Existing Bridge # Removed Structure  # Pipeline Crossing
. \x P w Proposed Bridge i} Catfle Guard #- Pipeline X-ing Multiple
. A PRI @ Existing Pipe Arch I SkidBachkspar Xing  §4 Railway Crossing
| e RN @) Evicting Culvert % Designated Crossing > Access Control
A N @ Londng @ Proposed Culvert A KM Marker
&/x\///y//ﬁy/ﬂ.vb.f L Hydrology Contours - 10m
N N Fuﬂa.u Wetland FishBeaing ——— Index Contour
/ ; thm.wmwmmﬂmfn — Definte —— Intermediate Conlour
. SN EEE2 ] Lakemiver Indefinite +7" Spot Helght
7 — Other Features
.L\\ll\\ = P ==+ Fence /% Boundary Station
. _u._.__.mnvhg.mc.. iy L .K.“.\ ——+ Rail Line # Cultural Heritage Feature
H ! - 82 = = . Seismic/Cut line A Cullrally Modified Tree
W\ 28 *—=» Pipeline W Wadlife Feature

B—a Transmission/Power Line | R, _n.-.._.s_ Heritage Area
[T website

Timber Type Label Clearcut  Select Total

rage /U of 13U FNR-ZUTo-6Z/ /8 IR

] Type1 PISxEI 1356 135.6
\ 3
- A\ |
LREE |
A ;, 1 ___ 3
-e2¥l ol /
o e
¥\ \ //, ﬁ,..// W
LN AT
Licensee Representative:
Cruise Area 135.6
NP (Natural) 0
V NCBr 0
Logged o
- Right Of Way/Road Permit/Landings 31
w nd NP (Oil and Gas) 1]
3 GIS Generated Systlematic Cruise Grid = Reserve - 223
Grid Spacing (m): 120 Grid Projection:  Albers _r\l” Non Merchiantable 24
Rl Measure Plots: 47  Count Plots: 46 Total Plots: 93 “ Total Area 161
Plat Centre/RT: B*  Boundary: Orange SE Waived: N Scale = 1:10,000
Yellow we s o 100 200 %0 4
e Dia. Limits: 17.5cm (Pli = 12.5) Plot Type:  Prism — — —— betars
= Height Instrument: Vertex Walkthrough Method: Y Mg Dst: 1011072014 Tantaties Coslow Duton:
ﬁ . T 8- Created By Groom, Andy Frem 18-Oct-2014 Te' 18-Apr2015
Y Date: 10/18/2014 Height E : Vertex GPS Plot Location =
b ot — T T Crume and Comping Agency Cansdian Fares! Products Lid. ._

(O 22 0 AT I T TR I S Gl 2 L % NS

ERAFS e iiem Allmes 14 704914




b:_oqu. Michelie FLNR:EX

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:
Attachments:

Hi Clint

Here is the cruise plan for t121

Thanks
Andy

Groom, Andy <Andrew.Groom@canfor.com>
Friday, October 3, 2014 1.25 PM

Reiier, Clinton FLNR:EX

CANFOR FLA18688 t121 cruise plan
31_t121.pdf; cp_letter.dog; cruiseplan_fs693.doc
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August 31, 2018

District Manager
Ministry of Forests
1265 Dalhousie Drive
Kamlaops BC

Attn: Clint Reiter

RE: Cruise Plan Submission —-FLA18688 t121
Dear Clint

Please find attached the cruise plan for the above block.

Canadian Forest Products Lid.

Vavenby Division

Box 39

Vavenby, British Columbia
Canada VOE 3A0

Fax (250) 676-8455

Tel. (250) 676-1137
Andy.groom@cagnfor.com

Contact the undersigned should you have any questions or concerns.

Yours truly,
Canadian Forest Products Lid. - Vavenby Division

Andrew Groom RFT.
Forestry Supervisor
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. _— CRUISE BasE
TENURE:  FLA18688 OR SCALE BASE

PROVINCIAL CRUISE PLAN CP. 7121 SCALE

Base Viap # 82M071

District Manager: _..cnx m.“os,:,:mq L _ .ﬂE_wm Area (ha): 33.2

Licensee: _ Canfor v _ Oo:mnﬂ _ Andy Groom

Geographic Location w .?onj_mm s L gt
s | rzfe ine. Reg. Nos | 67 [ ComptNo: 22

Both: _—

Mature: T

o Agency Name: ] x.UO Farestry . Zmu._.m._.. . B . i Carfor
Cruiser Names (if known}: Address: )
Address: (250) 5740245 i {250} B76-9518
.G TENTATIVE CRUISE DATES: o T
From: _-|m03 o Tor  Cec 2014
_uavn.mmn_ Years of Logging: _ 2015 Access: Vehicle
D. HARVESTING SYSTEM: N . o
Harvesting System: _ nozqmmqo:m_ e ]
Systematic Grid: | Yes. e e e

1. Segregate silv mﬁﬁj Gmﬁ: clearcul, mnma :om. :Rm msm nﬁm::.a QNE

E. PLOT NO:

T ng\p_,.,m_mwém____.-._._”__.. v Temasicw | [T
; m i ﬂ 200 %200 m if eruise < 260 ha
Grid Spacing (in ™) 100 oy ! 100 250 % mmo mif cruise > 250 ha
_u_ro._. TYPE: _u:m_ﬂmh__mm_mmnaum M m...:ma. ‘_7 .\m_.xmn b—mm“ ) Zm.. ) _ ) n_oﬁ m_mm n:ev _ /A,
“F. MINIMUM DIAMETER LIMITS: - COAST | INTERIOR
~ ?___mE_.m. o . .m_...ﬂ.d._“:m::m Species {cm lo) Exemption {cm)
Feid Ty . o B
e e R et T Ot
Compilation - ncnc._._m Permit __na_._,v (((((( R o m_ .;.mw.ogm_. 4.___ m. ]
G g >m_a_z® Ribbon Colour Paint Colour Axe Blaze Other {tags)
. ma_.:.—nmlmw o Q_.m.ﬁmm o NfA ” .!..,....1.:.trn,mM.fr,...I|||I..||.|...I—ﬁmi!.
e R T = —
S . _ s BT o
blot Centra siervation | T = el
S T T s o e
T s B v ut I Tt s
e | e P A e IR
T PR T o T B
R e N - U e e ]
. ._.mmm :m_Qm._.m A._.Oﬂ> m_oz._. _sm,_._.._OU _m Ebzob._.omé ; R
xm_m_: mm::._m:an Method Aon_:mﬁ_ dmnmx_ in_ W On_.__m_. * Im_mz. z_mmm_._::m _=m:::_m:_ _“n_:._o _.___ﬁmoamﬂm_.. m"n_ * - Vertex .

Commients:

Note The esiginal traverse noles must be provided to Forest mm::am m,mm upon request. e
Signed: _ Andrew Groom 1671 Oonoam_. 3™, 2014
bc.:oznmn _._nm_,wmm mmo_.mmm:wm*:‘m m_u_u___x_uﬁﬁqn or ATE Number Date:

Are blockis) in an approved _uoqmm” w_mém_.n_m:_u ar _no:wﬂ Gwém_o_u_sm:_ Plan? Yes

FS 693 HvVA 2008/06 Piaase be advised that this information may be refeased under the Freadam of Information and Profaction of Privacy Act
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SECTIONS J, K, L (TO BE FILLED OUT WHEN REQUIRED)

- J., STRATIFIED SYSTEMATIC-SAMPLING: (Calculate sampling requitements for edoh timber type) « .. -

_ A B ¢ _©b _E F G H
Type No, Type BEC PlotPism | Typedrea . Aversge | Faiimeicd | Type Vol %] Estinoted | Weignted | Tot | Gad
Desaiptiun mrﬁw.c:m size : (hay) wha Volffype i | of Tobal Voi. Type CV Type CW PlotsiCP Spacing
Afariant i | .
1 PISxBA |ESSFwc _ 33.2 ‘Refer to
2 | _
2 _ Sections
3 s B e s RO
p SO I I _ S — Brovinci
p - R _ e e RECEET N
e “ R S N S =
..q ....... e TR PRt 1= 1 ot i et et 1 P
TotHa's | 332 Tot vl Tot. Weighted CV
EXPLANATION CF FORMULA
C=AXB b=__C ___ X100 E = cruising manual, seciion 2.62
Sum C1...7
Variable Plot Fixed Plot G = cruising manual H = Totalhectares x 10,000
F=DXE F=AXE section 2.4, 2.5 G (number of plots)
K. SOURCE OF CVESTIMATES - ~ .. = - i
Type 1: ) . L e e N o -
Type 2; e
YR e e
Type 4: R e e e
T P8 . e e e e et
Type B: i L )
Type 7:

L. INSTRUCTIONS FOR SECTIONS

Enter district and tenure information,

Enter the name and address of the cruising and compiling agencies.

Enter the tentative start and completion dates of the field work.

Enter yes beside applicable headings.

Entar the number of plots and the grid spacing.

Enter the diameter limits measured and comipiled to, and prisin BAF.

Enter the coiour(s) of paint and flagging used, and the type of blazing and plot tags.

Enter the appropriate height estimation method, and height measuring instrument used.
Enter remarks if required. Signature and date are mandatory.

OPTIONAL. Enter data ONLY if stratified systematic sampling is used. Type description —
incfude: species/ age class/ height class/ site quality.

K OPTIONAL. Enter source of CV estimates.

ATTACH: CRUISE PLAN MAP. Drawn to 1:5,000-or 1:10,000 scale, topography, (streams and
roads), air photo numbers, strips and baselines, plot locations, boundaries, area in the merch and
total by cut black, iabel the cut block {mature or immature). MUST BE SUBMITTED WITH THIS

T naogMmmoome

FORM.
AERIAL PHOTQGRAPH: Submit a copy with timber typing.
FS 693 HVA 2006/06 Please be advised that this infarmation.may be released under the Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Act

DISTRICT TO FORWARD COPY TO REGION
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Tt

o

ra—

.M oL LLL e
Cruise Area (ha). 33,2

Gross Area (ha): 38.6
Forest Region:

./ - Forest District:
\, = Operating Area:  Third Canyon Timbermark: ANRA_015
\, (.W h.Wk Harvest Method: Clearcut - Reserves Tenure: Forest Licence
..mm. P Billng Method: Dist. Mngr:
Sy " | LAY | | AL e
ST ( AR LN § Yot \ R ) : i\ | \80¢ : FIZ G PSYU 183  Inv.Reg No: 57  Comp't. No: 22
% y \ \ w Yed | . 1 b\ 3 i i <
S 2 %\ W 8| Legend
AN e - / " [Craiseintormation VRI Data
( \ \ % /“/f N\ N f./ \ @  Full Measure Plot A\ poc .\.wﬁw.q
I CountPlot **u_.ﬁo)—.ﬁ: ;o al+ﬁn.a.!l§.
(2 DropPlot —— Tight Chain .:2.3-».:F Ieﬂuu ”“ Class

Management Area

H:| uma__o.s!ign&-:!!zs _ Hu Woodlot

e M

N &W 2 // Dmﬂ.ui Parks, Protected Areas II!J Private Land
A AR A I I e
T g o, ,\Mu i ™S L 2 \\ — . i
/ / . / &/u \ / 7 Non-Productive £V 1'% PSYU Snlisiweionky
Ly .9 H 240 ¥ g — it Restocked
AN =IDNNNERAN (e N>/ , hin _ i i o TSR
AR = e @A\ \ L\ g/ RN L SROAY VAL W 4Y) ] e eien (0] mowRasspeme [ ] openng
N X S\ AN AR / ; ) . y | Y, : L7\ ’ Roads/Trails
- : v o ] =K Paved X X Deactivation = = = Recreation Trail
ﬂ SEE=EE Gravel Main &= Temp Constructed = = = = ultural Trail

] | === operational === Temp Proposed = = = = Operational Trail
X / . . s | : ) Spur Proposed Other
74 v | "\ ) L | H " Structures
o A = i/ 1 3 1 w,mw = Existing Bridge #® Removed Structure  # Pipeline Crossing
e 7 / \ N \ =) = ) ’ ¢ = Proposed Bridge 4l Catfe Guard -# Pipeline X-ing Multiple
h - N A1 1 Y, . e i @ Exising Pipe Arch I Skid/Backspar Xing &) Railway Crossing

i~/ BL5QSES0 /

@ Exising Culvert % Designated Crossing < Access Control

' ; ‘ 4 4 \6%92 'ESSF wc-2 @ Landing @ Proposed Culvert A KM Marker
A %‘ ) 53 L ol TR Hydrology Contours - 10m
= m..? — gy 043 ﬂ V/\ /2 E Wetland Fish Bearing Index Confour
B el | - o Definite Intermediate Contour
el Um¢_ Q ‘.' \\ \ h R / Juff...// ] D Lake/River Indefinite e Spot Hoight
" ad ‘ = . A R P il Other Features
SR & 7 R opnl R = o A syt
— Vs 7 - _ - ——+ Rall Line 4§ Culural Heritage Feature
=" AT40FDI30 LA = P
. _ / " oadn — = - Seismic/Cut line A Culturally Modified Tree

&——® Pipeline W Widlife Feature
B—8 Transmission/Power Line m|.\|. !_ Cultural Heritage Area

O Sd =
|\ M %. \at: et
pAN [7] weteite
) 5 : iy ¥ \ . N - -
- 3 X o - 1 % \ - -
A - LR -\ \ | N v Tl - s r Timber Type Label Clearcut _Select _Total
: - e N \ R ; 0 Typen 332 a2
S SO [ A 5. 3] ] ({1 (// 5 a7 \ | F | ¥/ \ ~ . =
= £ 1 ) A, 4% - i Ll \ ../ / \ \ Y - 5 L — A
/ U (S LT r 04 ~ Jo 5 A | L4t e \ Q S 5 y
= aﬂa\ 4 Tioa0 ( I/ 1T W T / ? Aot é
a0l T — - A \ ik e * f \ —— N Tl &
— . " e [N ICH\mk 2 3 £ N N\ \ o {
H Qi\u ..M v == e | [ e s s s s ) r - . ™ e .
FAW - < S -1 g G . a, F
\ 3 ~ i bbb 3 e )} —
MO & \ﬁ \\\\'/J { : 9 == AL AT T TN N W N W W " 1 : 7 "
\ w : = o AN | B W W
_-m Licensee Representative: " kY ~ : 4% v 8
b & . 1\ - 1. J e -‘n ey 4 4
\ : 0 0 T ™ i, Pl o L AN " H - Cruise Area 33.2
AT—— e - > g 3 P NP (Natural) 0
\ W SN ==\ : :
|- \ 3 = e = - ¢ Logged ]
_ - . - - e e, e ........ Right Of Way/Road Permit/Landings 12
04 T F = T e ", NP (Oil and Gas) 0
o I g = / — \ GIS Generated Systematic Cruise Grid Reserve 42
N (/2 N e A e 3 : . e T i
T IS e - S Wy g So¥ Grid Spacing (m): 100 Grid Projection:  Albers Mo MercHantabes 54
L - 1 g = o ’ ) Tro shy MED _.,l -" W Measure Plots: 18 Count Plots: 17 Total Plots: 35 Total Area 38.6
) | 408|140 s, | Ry ’ el P =] ] ..I.m/\ Plot oo____.a___xd..u._.ht Boundary: Orange SE Waived: Y Scale = 1:10,000
. B / e A — I : Y £\ Dia. Limits: 17.5em (Pli = 12.5) Plot Type:  Prism o — — — St
A . { J e A_ N / Height Instrument: Vertex Walkthrough Method: ¥ f4p T Tentative Cruise Dates
F i 0yl 4 \ K i Rl T | X Created By: Groom, Andy From: 03-Oct-2014 To: 03-Apr-2015
Date; 10/3/2014 1 {r 2 — g \ 3 . E ‘ - ) _ ; Height Estimation Method: Vertex GPS Plot Location
AAREE WERNRNNAS REEL A 2 A 1Y o il RA \eredo R W 57— i W "0 B . : .“npz#au
T ' rr TRATE o viem Allore 1170141
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Aubrey, Michelle FLNR:EX

From: Groom, Andy <Andrew.Groom@canfor.com>
Sent: Friday, July 18, 2014 2:02 PM

To: Reiter, Clinton FLNR:EX

Subject: FL. A1B688 cruise plan T122

Attachments: 31_t122.pdf; cp_letter.doc; cruiseplan_fs693.doc
Hi Clint

Here is the cruise plan for t122 within FL A18688

Thanks
Andy

Forestry Supervisor
Vavenby Division

250-676-1137

oady.groam@canfor. com
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August 31, 2016

District Manager
Ministry of Forests
1285 Dalhousie Drive
Kamloaps BC

Attn: Ciint Reiter

RE: Cruise Plan:Submission —FL A18688 T122
Bear Clint

Please find attached the cruise plan for the above block.

Canadian Forest Products Ltd.

Vavenby Division

Box 39

Vavenby, British Columbia
Canada VOE 3A0

Fax (250) 676-9455

Tel. (250) 676-1137

Andy.groom@cagnfor.com

Contact the undersigned should you have any questions or concerns.

Yours truly,
Canadian Forest Products Ltd. - Vavenby Division

Andrew Groom RFT,
Forestry Supervisor
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. N CRUSE BASE
TENURE: FL A18888 OR SCALE BASE
PROVINCIAL CRUISE PLAN C.P: T122 SCALE

Base Map # 82M071

District Manager: mmn# wo:.__._._mn

Licensee: — qu_ﬂo.ﬂ. - _ ........
Geographic Location: _ Trophies

tsa | Kamioops | PSVU: | 183 U Fzle
! 1 )

Immature: H

Agency Mame: Canfor

KD Foresiny
Cruiser Names {if knawn): . Address:

Address: mms 674-0249 (250) 676-9518

gmw_ mo‘_n P Te: Sept. 2014

Proposed Years of Logging: 2015 | Access! Vehicle
” .U Ibmc_mw._._zo w<m4m§ —_ .”. — —_—
| Hanestng System: | comventional T T T
Systematic Grid: | Yes e n
1. Segregate silv. System Avm,n: clearoul, seed Irge, nole avg, cpening siza).
_,.____mm._Mm_.,m Plots: _ ._m - * nm_.._:w n_mﬁm._.. i o x Wm:BnﬁnD.{ L B m_.m.m.,....cm.cm.n Q..___zw_. . .zo..s e
) - _ ! i 200 x 200 m if cruise < 250 ha
| Gidspeangnmy L 100 f w109 20x20micusez250fa
PLCT TYPE: Prism!Relascops: | Prism _u_xma Area: “ I\ [s] _ Plol Size (ha): ﬁ 23
- F. MINIMUM.DIAMETER LIMITS: . . . COAST INTERIOR
I matre  mmalure Species {omto)  Exemption {om)
" Field Tally : . Pl 125 Other: 17.5
G _nuua__mm_ P “ e e e Ty YTy -
Com U__.mﬂ_c_._ O_.__..m:._m— m.mq:.:_;n_.._.; o o __ ...... o Jn_ ﬂ__ 12. w..rn.u..mmmﬂ< ,.A;m W.. S
o nw E___P_M—A_an o Ribbon Colour Paint Colour Axe Blaze Other (fags)
Boundaries ,mﬂmﬂ,mm B :iz,mb .................... No No
.I.MWWm?m T L 1o m_nm e i e e
........m.:_um R R S s e e T GRIRRE I CRICEE NI R 2c e
Plot Centre BluerYellow NiA o No No
s G e - o o
| Non Forest .J_imw o SMZ T T I?_.“bl!i -|i.....m No No
Ripariar Mamm o o SMZ - A ” i o No I W_f‘ R
\\\\\\\\ Wildlife Tree Patches smz | T e No No
Other '

Comments:

Note The original travarse notes must c.m. provided o Forest Service staffupon request: . _
Signed: m Andrew groom ﬁ 1671 m July 18", 2014
>£:o:~mn_ Cnm:mmm mmv“mmm:ﬁmﬁ:__m mn_u,,m_“.:_}do o_.).:m z_._a_umq Date:

Are block{s) inan mau&é& Forest mﬂms.mam:_n or Forest Development Plan? Yes

FS 693 HVA 2006/06 Please.be advised thal this information may be released under the Freedom of ihformation and Prolection of Privacy Act
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SECTIONS J, K, L (TO BE FILLED OUT WHEN REQUIRED)

1. STRATIFIED SYSTEWATIC SAMPLING: (Caleulae sanping requien

A - o - b _u .O.. ...I

i.”_“__._.m,.a...z.o. Type BEC PlobPrism ._w__m.m}_.mm Average Estimated | Type Vol % mmzm_ﬁmmmmz;...t&m_ﬂ_uimn Total Grid )
Bescription Subzone size (ha} m'fha VoliType m” | of Totai Val. | Typa OV Typa GV Blots/CR SBpacing
Adarian
1 PIBadx |[ICHmk2 26.4 Refer to
5 cermarer can s A Sl I
| __ |w|i I S B ST S . . 24,25
L. I I T [ Provca
I-m.-l SRR RN NUUUUY ST U R S Grutsing
. I N B R AP
Tot. Ha's 26.4 Tot. Val. m Tol. Weighted CV _
EXPLANATION OF FCRMULA
C=AXB D=__ G _ X100 E = cruising manual, section 2,62
Sum C1...7
Variable Plot Fixed Plot G = cruising manual H= [Total hectares x 10,000
F=DXE F=AXE section 2.4, 2.5 Y G{number of plots)
Type 1: 3 _ o _ )
Type 27 N e
Type 3: e o
Type 4 e
Type 3: R L N i -
Type8: I
Type 7:

- L INSTRUCTIONS FOR SECTIONS - _ -

Enter district and tenure information.

Enter the name and address of the cruising and compiling agencies.
Enter the tentativé start and completion dates of the field work.
Enter yes beside applicable headings.

Enter the number of plots and the grid spacing.

Enter the diameter limits measured and compiled tg, and prism BAF.

Enter the colour(s} of paint and flagging used, and the type of blazing and plot tags.

Enter the approptiate height estimation method, and height measuring instrument used.
Enter remarks if required. Signature and date are mandatory.

OPTIONAL. Enter data ONLY if stratified systematic sampling is used. Type description —
include: species/ age class/ height class/ site quality.

K OPTIONAL. Enter saurce of CV estimates.

ATTACH: CRUISE PLAN MAP. Drawn to 1:5,000 or 1:10,000 scale, topography, (streams and
roads), air photo numbers, strips and baselines, plot locations, boundaries, area in the merch and
total by cut black, label the cut block {mature or immature). MUST BE SUBMITTED WITH THIS

Cm IO TMOOm»

FORM.
AERIAL PHOTOGRAPH: Submit a copy with timber typing.
FS 683 HVA 2006/06 Please be advised thal this information may be released under ifie Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Act

DISTRICT TO FORWARD COPY TGO REGION
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e BERTWY e

Gross Area (ha): 27.5 Cruise Area (ha) 26.4

Forest Region:
Forest District:
AN ., Operating Area: Third Cany Timb ke
_,/ﬁo./l/. .. . ., Harvest Method: Clearcut - Reserves Tenure: Forest Licence
U 8w_m8/m b, % . Billing Method: Dist. Mngr:
TSA: Mapsheet: 082M071

FIZz G  PSYU:183 Inv. Reg. No: 57 Comp't. No: 22

Cruise Information VRI Data

@  Full Measure Plot A poc .\...l...ﬂT

() CountPlot 1% Stope Arow 35T myar % Species and Percent
D DropPlet —— Tight Chain Traverse ***#=te = Projected Age Class
Management Area

[ eockofinterest” 7] cable Hanvest area [ ||| Woodtot

m _m..amEiE Parks, Protected Areas | | Private Land
[ [ i P o

- o — Satisfactorily
W.H..i_ Non-Productive %" 118 PSYU Restocked

e
fice. ) Region &
Edwe [CISwmi.. mmi.,
35338 eyl [] rowmoadpemit [ | opening
Roads/Trails
=R Paved X X Deactivation | = = =Recreation Trai

=R Gravel Main == Temp Constructed = = = = Cultyral Trail
=K Operational ©——= Temp Proposed = = = = Operational Trail

.;.
r/

, .../._.._/w_ num) . ,. ..
i3 f../.wa/.

L Lo

... . . F L= kI Proposed == Other
g B \ ,.// . 7 . Structures
...... k \ \ ¢ g J=( Existing Bridge M Removed Structure  # Pipeline Crossing
== Proposed Bridge - Cattle Guard -#- Pipeline X-ing Multiple

@ Existing Pipe Arch
@) Existing Culvert

Other Features
s Fence

=+—+ Rail Line

&——=# Pipeiine

= = « Seismic/Cut fine

I Skid/Backspar Xing %) Railway Crossing
= Designated Crossing A@ Access Contral

® Londing @ Proposed Culvert A\ KM Marker
Hydrology Contours - 10m
E Wetland Fish Bearing Index Cantour
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/% Boundary Station
#  Culwral Heritage Feature
A Culturalty Modified Tree

+  Spot Height

W Wildiife Feature

B—8 Transmission/Power Line || HH_ Cultural Heritage Area

o ¥ : e L i TA% 3 %

H = = ’ d _. % o 3 = sl
: " EDISOPLI30~. L~ S _ []] wetsie
i MR - L) A i ) ] ol e 4 ) “, 3

X % e | i \ 3 LT - 8 ~ ’ 1 : . : -
I 2 /.Nl“f i ﬁ(r ~ ke ] 7 " ... % . i ) _..., = H =i MISE AIFa 9 1 A=
-~ r/ Toe - ."JHH// £ - N 3 ..“ i [\ L J - E \® 1 Timber Type Label Clearcut _ Select Total

N SRS S O\ 5 y . ! _ \ : ,

B / X Doy ¥ — g ! ¢ \ L \g I~ 4 4 y \ 3 0 Types 26.4 26.4
— %.@Maﬁ/ f// //...r.\///1 : e\ || OF 7 _ | / : \ 3 ." ..___ _._ _ : 4 __.

. s YA r.rﬁ......ur/ 1 - . —#
N SOl =
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‘ % /././,%J.J..U N : LIS x/%ﬁ\\\J 4
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Cruise Arca 26.4

NP (Natural) 0.6

NCBr 0

Logged 0

Right Of Way/Road Permit/Landings 1]

NP (Qil and Gas) 0

GIS Generated Systematic Cruise Grid Reserve 0.5

b Grid Spacing (m): 100 Grid Projection:  Albers o . s

| H 3 ; Measure Plots: 13 Count Plots: 12 Total Plots: 25 Total Area 27.8

B, p ™ i P & Plot Centre/RT: S8/ Boundary: Orange SE Waived: N Scale = 1:10,000
A < ey, H b - B 1w s [} 150 08 00 00
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: : : N ! \ 3 - 8% Height Instrument: Vertex Walkthrough Method: Y R LI L Dt
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Date: 7/18/2014 W\ H o h P $ Height Estimation Method: Vertex GPS Plot Location

BT ™l Py - ol Al P s il W s 43 e Ay ) e 5. 874, .Fmpoo " § 7 T FRoY 7 T S I oi..in!-....s.a.n.i.:“..a:.:s.n.i'ﬂ._._i:

ERATS Frvniee Alheee 1170110




Aubrey, Michelle

FENR:EX

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:
Attachments:

Sexsmith, Shane <Shane.Sexsmith@canfor.com>
Monday, April 13, 2015 10:28 AM
FLNR DTR Reventie FLNREX

Canfar Vavenby block t123 cruise plan

31_t123.pdf; t123_cruiseplan_fs693.doc
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_ CRUISE BASE
TENURE:  FLA18688 | < i Base

PROVINCIAL CRUISE PLAN C.P.: T123 SCALE

Base Map # 82MO7

District Manager: Rick Sommer _ Cruise Area :Sv.m_ 376

Licensee: i Canfor m Contact: ; Shane Sexsmith

Geographic Location: i Clearwater Third Canyon

Toh  [Kamoops | psyufiss [ ezfe ] iv. Reg N | 7

! P .
B Comp't, No; 22

_ immature: | [ Malwe [X T S

B.:CRU DY e e COMPILING AGENC)

Agency Name: _ KOG Foreslry Name:

Cruiser Names-(if known): _ Address:

Address: | {250) 674-0249 {250) 675-2518
From: " April 2015
Proposed Years of romm___:m”m 2015

_D. HARVESTING SYSTEM: -

pore

Coast

To: Sept. 2015

Access: Wehicle

Harvesting System: [ conventional .
Systematic Grid: | Yes

1. Secragate silv Syslem (patch clearcul, seed tree, nole avg. opanirg size).

Measure Piots: | 2 | Countbuats: |18
I
|

_______ a5 IsEwaweavmy v

! 200 % 200 m if cruise.< 250 ha
100 ! 250 x 250 m if cruise = 250 ha

| FixedAwa: | MNo | PlotSkzathey | NA

Gnd Spacing {inm) | 100 i

PLOT TYPE: Prism/Relascope:

Mature Itmature Species (cm to) Exemption {cm)

Field Tally ; Pl: 12.5 Qther: 17.5

.n_.u.SE_m:o_._ - Appraisal {cm) Pl 12,5 _un:m_”"u_ﬂm

mo_._..g.ﬂ__m:.o: ) O_._ﬁ_:m _um..n.__zna_ . | - d.u_m o

Q_SPW_A_ZQ B Ribhon Colour Paint Colour Axe Blaze m Cther {tags)

Boundaries Crange NiA No | No

Baseline Blue NfA Na No

.. m»m:um . m__._m A o : -

Plot Centre Blue/Vellow NA 1 Ne m " Ne

e . [ A [ - .&o||!.

MNon Forest Types SmMz NIA No No

Riparion Areas sMz /A No No

Wiidite Tree Patchas i-....|!. ||...-i!:|W.§MI.....!..: [ — W Zo.u\{ é_mn. R

H. TREE HEIGHTS: (TOTAL HEIGHT METHOD 1S WANDATORY)

Height Estimation Method {ocular, vertex, etc} | Oeular | Height ___a.m.mm:::m _q.m»_a._q.:m:ﬂ {clino, E_iwcamnmr etc}) | Vertex

Commenis:
Note The original traverse notes must be provided to Forest Service staff upon request.;
F T 1

Signed: W Shane Sexsmith i Im.._.. ..M.ml_.x . i April 10, 2015
Authorized Licensse Representative RPFIRFTIATC or ATE Number Date:

Ase block{s} in an approved Forest Stewardship or Forest Development Pian? Yes

FS 893 HVA 2008/08 Please be advised thaf this information may be released under the Fresdom of information and Protection of Privacy Act
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SECTIONS J, K, L {TO BE FILLED OUT WHEN REQUIRED)

" J. STRATIFIED SYSTEMATIC SAMPLING: (Calculate sampling requirements for each timber type) . -

o A B D E F G H
R T T e S =ity homet o i T T T e
Descriplion mé:ww_m_m.m _ size thay i nitha Vol Type m* “ " Type OV PlotsICP Sgacing
1 BISxPI  |ICHmK2 | 76 . Referto
2 _ ; m Sections
3 m SR RO IR E:_Irzi 2 25
4 | Provingial

e e _ _ i . B R S =g
6 o _ _ Manual

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, “Tal. Ha's azs  Tot Vol ; Tet. Weighted CV

EXPLANATION OF FORMULA
C=AXB D=__ ¢ X100 E = cruising manual, section 2.62
Sum C1...7

Vartable Plot Fixed Plot G = cruising manual H= ‘,ﬂonm_ hectaras x 10,000
F=DXE F=AXE section 2.4, 2.5 V G {number of plots)

- Type e — e
Type 2 e - i - ) S — )
Type &: ) o
Type 4 e S N . i
._|<+..._m.m“ o R R ) o o D ]
Type 6: ~
Type 7: )

L. INSTRUCTIONS FOR SECTIONS B

A Enier disirict and tenure information,

B Enter the name and address of the cruising and compiling agencies.

C Enter the tentative start and completion dates of the field work.

D Enter yes beside applicable headings.

E Enter the number of plots and the grid spacing.

F Enter the diameter limits measured and-compiled to, and prism BAF.

G Enter the colour{s) of paint and flagging used, and the type of blazing and plot tags.

H Enterthe mvﬁaﬁlm”m height estimation method, and height measuring instrument used.

| Enter remarks if reguired. Signature and date are mandataory.

J OPTIONAL. Enter data ONLY if stratified systematic sampling is used. Type description —

include:; species/ age classf height class/ site quality.

K OPTIONAL. Enter scurce of CV estimates.

ATTACH: CRUISE PLAN MAP. Drawn to 1:5,000 or 1:10,000 scale, topography, (streams and
roads), air photo numbers, strips and baselines, plot locations, boundaries, area in the merch and
total by cut block, ldbel the cut block {mature or immature). MUST BE SUBMITTED WITH THIS
FORM.

AERIAL PHOTOGRAPH: Submit a copy with timber typing.
FS 883 HVA 2006/06 Please be ggvised thal s information may be refeased under the Freedom of Information and Proteefion of Privacy Act

DISTRICT TO FORWARD COPY TO REGION
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Cruise Plan 3 CF 4 - )3
( /1 S ° 1f§4s00
o) mcw\ ‘\ Amm.lﬁ—. s rorman
iy o, i T122 o®\ "
‘o 3 \ R e Gross Area (ha). 37.9 Cruise Area (ha): 37.6
3 > W g/ " I ...\ Forest Region:
4 B w0 T H : ! - = L | i
48 ! 8 ﬁ > . N = g . _..n w.c.mw_ ) ' Forest District
E //z R N Moy : n‘/ o e/ ANY Operating Area: Third Canyen Timbermark-S15L_FL
T 1 Sﬂ / - - 2 b o 3 ; m\U Rt Harvest Method: Clearcut - Reserves Tenure: Forest Licence
L T NSy . ! \ ., -
i ..uwv.,: A.m. £% N g k. — \\\J.._.—Hx/ _ :x,. /.w. § Billing Method: ~ Scale Based Dist. Mngr:
" FDIBOSXT0 |~ N ff///“ N\ NN |, i ...nuj b P | TSA: Mapsheet: 082M071
e e NN e a%_no._m.w/: 7 7 FIZ G PSYU 183 | : :
—— . \ : : nv. Reg. No: 57 Comp't. No: 22

»i@w.

N i.I;EJ..N./mew»o \ Q. /ﬂHUH ,./,..V//.?ff J_.\M\E.A.HVEI...NM, ( ..h: _,r,.\.._s.\.n.lw{ -Mwwmm ..va\.. y .N LV\ )

e, - AN L3N Cruise Information VRI Data
Ji.MﬂNk.f P ~ |m03 2 = X I..,./ N FDI40AT30 "y . 583 AL @.w i & i P N
S P s ) s v MR RN A S N\ S =R/ 4 % umret | S 152 e e
5 5<B8 ..mw”l”..\” I.:.-l! ~w, .VI.l T, S, ...._.,.. \ \___ _ _.- Ltmhaa.mbﬁ@\ .“P.. i _._\l . ..h.. () DropPlot ——— Tight Chain Traverse .:F Projected Age Class
. 7 \ \\\\u. 000 “ : Hfffv.\ - A «.\ P ) ) _m..J W. s M e Management Area
vy £ - 4 / gl PP it \ (7 =
L LT 0 ..ucw\ ! m.r\\ | L (I \\.\ \\ \ o \ /_/ \ \x:v \ /a j \\.. by m .“Ewo_rg_gn&o:gg “ I ._ Woodiot
P .\& . & ) m\. a\‘\\ﬁmf)fe\W\bn\Q mummhlwwow\\ o, g \ s N- e H \...\ [ stock Boundary | Parks, Protected Areas | | Private Land
s ' Y P e e g ol - ¢ e
S\ | 77 =% woim N\ e = S VT Nl SIL AN [ e PR
/M r X T ; == =N\ . T e £ oYY ——g
L P ({17 AN U e Gt wm i,
= /N friirjtandecape [T RowRosdPermt || Opening
[ 8l Vi, Roads/Tralls
TR Leui ey SEENE Paved X X Deactivation = = =Recreation Trail
FDIspRLIZ0] | w SEE Gravel Main Temp jm m  m Gultaral Tral
* \ W =R Operational === Temp Proposed = = = = Operational Trail
= Spur Proposed Other
: m H ﬂ Structures
H J={_ Existing Bridge #® Removed Structure % Pipeline Crossing
"\ . = Proposed Bridge i} Catfe Guard -#- Pipeline X-ing Multiple
3 1 @ Existing Pipe Arch | Skid/Backspar Xing &) Railway Crossing
5 ; ! @) existing Culvert “ Designated Crossing ¢ Access Control
AN @ Londing @ Proposed Culvert A KM Marker
Hydrology Contours - 10m
\ £ wetlana Fish Bearing Index Confour
- ~——— Definite po Intermediate Contour
£D [ takemuer Indefinite 4+ Spot Height
\ ‘88 Other Features
3 = == Fence /" Boundary Station
—+—+ Rail Line # Cultural Heritage Feature
= = + Seismic/Cut fine A Culturally Modified Tree
® @ Pipeline W Wildlife Feature
B— Transmission/Power Line W.ﬁl_gzs_:o&-eo)au
(] wensre

Timber Type Label Clearcut _ Select  Total
O Typet BISXPI(Fd) 376 378

SX658L25

../.. ¥ M5 BB—se— ey
-

i\ S T . QL TR Iy R

Cruise Area ir.e
NP (Natural) 0
NCBr 0
Logged 0
Right OF Way/Road Permit/Landings 0.3
NP {Oil and Gas) 0
GIS Generated Systemalic Cruise Grid Reserve o
Grid Spacing (m): 100 Grid Projection:  Albers [*= hoa Marghantable 02
Measure Plots: 19 Count Plots: 19 Total Plots: 38 |—] | Total Area 31.9
Plot Centre/RT: ﬂ.-.__! Boundary: Orange SE Waived: ¥ [—1 Scale = 1:10,000
g o w0 s [ 00 200 00 400
Dia. Limits: 17.5em (Pli = 12.5) Plot Type:  Prism |— — = — i
> Height Instrument: Vertex Walkthrough Method: Y Map Cete: ATHR0NE Tentatve Cruise Dates:
o 50 Created By Sexsmith, Shane From 10-Apr-2015 To 10-Dct-2015
| Date: 4i10/2015 - . Height Estimation Method: Vertex GPS Plot Location
( CANDR
i1 A Tl T L e, I e and Compling Agency nlll.__...z-..:l_a.-_.l.'

Alrmre 11 7w441
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Aubrey, Michelle FLNR:EX

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:
Attachments:

Hi Clint

Here'is the cruise plan for t125

Thanks
Andy

Forestry Supervisor
<m<...m:..c.< Division

250-676-1137

andy. ar ait

Groom, Andy <Andrew.Groom@canfor.coms
Friday, September 5, 2014 8:11 AM

Reiter, Ciinton FENR:EX
CANFOR FLA18688 t125 cruise plan

31_t125.pdf; cp_letter.doc; cruiseplan_fs693.doc
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August 31, 2016

District Manager
Ministry of Forests
1265 Dalhousie Drive
Kamloops BC

Attn: Ciint Reiter

RE: Cruise Plan Submission -FL A18688 T125
Dear Clint

Please find attached the cruise plan for the above block.

Canadian Forest Products Ltd.

Vavernby Division

Box 39

Vavenby, British Columbia
Canada VOE 3A0

Fax (250) 676-9455

Tel. (250) 676-1137
Andy.groom@caqgnfor.com

Contact the undersigned shouid you have any questions or concerns.

Yours truly,
Canadian Forest Products Ltd. - Vavenby Division

Andrew Groom RFT.
Forestry Supervisor
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PROVINCIAL CRUISE PLAN

. . GRUISE BASE
TENURE:  FLAT3888! oo @ nice
C.P.: T125 SCALE

Base Map # 82M081

District Manager: Rick Sommer g Cruise Area {ha): 441

Licensee: | Canfor | Comtact | AndyGroom
Geographic Location: | Trophies

TsA | Kamiocps | PSYU: {183 |z le qiw T I, Reg. Zﬂ:vmﬂsf e Compt No 25

Coasl:

J.-

§ (mmature: |

Malure: | 1

Agency Name:
Gruiser Namas {if known):
J&Emm

KDC Forestry

i {750} B74-u249

Mama:

Address:

(250) 675-9518

TENTATIVE CRUISE DATES:

_n_.o_..._,
_uanomma Years of Logging.

May2014

mc%me..o

._..m”.

T .omn moz

I>m<mm._._zm SYSTEM

Access: .<o:_n_m

Imémw::n System: conventional
SystematicGnd. | ves T s ...................... s ................. . . e
m. mm__._.d..._.mg.mm O/___ T .,.3 o mm m S..m:__ma Aﬁzw .-.z.m. ]
i 200 x 2C0 m if cruise < 250 ha
| Grid Spacing (inm) 100 by 100 260x250 mifcruise > 250ha |
PLOT TYPE: Prism/Relascope: _ Prism Fixed Area: No #_ Plot Size (ha): m N/A
v i ARAE I S COAST INTERIOR
?___m__.__.m _BBmEE mnmn_mw. #n_.: ta) mxmam__mm Aon.; i
" Field Talty o ) T T P 125 Other: 17,5
Compilation - Appraisal em) o o ’ nt..m :m_.e‘_m m.mv.m_ﬂm:_.m.q. m T
Compilation - Cutting Permit (cm) PI: 12.5 Other: 17.6
2 Q.. E__me_ZQ Ribkon Calour Paint Colour Axe Blaze Cther ﬁmmﬂ
: moczn_m:mm bl mﬁ.mwmm - Nia B R e
R e o TN e s e e
Strips ' Biuz » ,_m__b aaaaaaaaaa Na No
~ Fiot Centre  BlueiYeliow NIA No No
P e i e M T e
,,,,,,,, Non Forest Types T sme NiA No TNo
|!...mm._umzm: Areas NtA, No | z w
.&__.a._._mmﬂ.mm._um.,._m_,mm..--_...._._ I N 7O No
o»:m_. e e S .

i OTHER: IR
Commaents:

Note The original traverse notes must ke pravided to Forast Service staff upon request,” - .

Signed: _ Andrew Groom 1674 | septs2014

Authorized Licensee xm_u-mmmam_zm

RPF/RFTIATG or ATE Nurber _ Date:

Are block{s) in an approved Forest Slewardship. or Forest Dmcm_av_._._m:_ w_m_._.w <mm

FS 693 HVA Z008/06 Plegase be advised thal this information may be refeased under the Froedom of Infarmation and Profection of Privacy Act
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SECTIONS J, K, L (TO BE FILLED OUT WHEN REQUIRED)

_J. STRATIFIED SYSTEMATIC SAMPLING: (Calculate sampling requirements for each timber type) .

........ BB L D E F G H
Tyoe No, Type BEC PlotPrism Type ?m.o.. ______ __f_mﬂmmmir EMm:_...._m"mn. TypeVel % | Estmated \Waighlad A.Qm".... ) k.mumaul
Descriplion w_._vu.oaw i size (ha) ritha VolfType m" { of TolalVol. | TypeCV Type OV PlotsiGP Spacing
fvariant |

1 FdPISx [ICHmw3 44,1 Refer ta

P DR Sections
w e SRS PV USSP IR S, RN SR SO, 24,28

4 o I ) Provincial
m [ESUREN VU SURSUITN SO SO PSS SO KON S S cuising

p - . v s e v e e emr amer e sl o oo - Manal

7 _ . SRS DSOS WU N I s

) i.qwﬁiri.._w‘ <“5i._ieﬂcﬁ Vol B | Toi. Weighitea CV P
EXPLANATION OF FORMULA
C=AXB D=__C X100 E = sruising manual, section 2.62
Sum C1...7
Variabie Plot Fixed Plot G = cruising manual H= [ Totalhectares x 10,000
F=DXE F=AXE section 2.4, 2.5 G (humber of plots)

Type 1: - e L

l—l‘um NH ..................................... - —.

Type 3: - .

Typed: - - e

Type 5: e

Type 6: e L

Type 7:

L. INSTRUCTIONS FOR SECTIONS

Enter district and tenure information.

Enter yes beside applicable headings.
Enter the number of plots and the grid spacing.

Enter the appropriate height estimation method, and hei

LTI TMMPOW>

include: species/ age class/ height class/ site quality.
K  OPTIONAL. Enter source of CV estimates.

roads}, air photo numbers, strips and baselines, plot ldcati

FORM.

Enter the name and address of the cruising and compiling agencies.
Enter the tentative start and completion dates of the fieid work.

Enter the diaméter limits measured and compiled to, and prism BAF.
Enter the colour{s) of paint and flagging used, and the type of blazing and plot tags.

Enter remarks if required. Signature and date are mandatory,
OPTIGNAL. Enter data ONLY if stratified systematic sampling is used. Type description —

ATTACH: CRUISE PLAN MAP. Drawn ta 1:5,000 or 1:10,000 scale, topography. (streams and
total by cut block, label the cut block (mature or immature). MUST BE SUBMITTED WITH THIS

AERIAL PHOTOGRAPH: Submit a copy with timber typing.

ght measuring instrument used.

ons, boundaries, area in the merch and

FS 692 HVA 2008/08 Please be advised that tirs information may be released under the Freedom of Informalion and Protection of Privacy Ack

DISTRICT TO FORWARD COPY TQ REGION
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: Declination 16.8°E

\

??Ts‘qq___.-"

e\ —~

_ e .. NN N—
R, =\

N | | FDI30SX30

SYU: 183 +

i W\\

Licensee Representative:

..,,f\vf.. \e, ‘
./. /

.

o\.n
.....\s..
o4

b = B T i

Gross Area (ha): 49.7

Forest Region:

Forest District:

Operating Area: Third Cany Timb rk: ANRA_013
Harvest Method: Clearcut - Reserves Tenure: Forest Licence
Billing Method: Dist. Mngr:

TSA: Mapsheet: 082M081
FIZ G PSYU: 183 Inv. Reg. No: 57 Comp't. No: 25

Cruise Information VRI Data

@  Full Meszure Plot 2\ eoc ..ﬂu.ﬂ,”_q )

I CountPlot _ % Slope Amow  § r=pedd Wﬁhmnnhzbnnnu-qﬂ.:
(3 OropPlot ——— Tight Chain Traverse “"#22=*  projected Age Class
Management Area

[ gms_.o:..sau_gn.zazzﬁseo. [ 77] woodot

[ stock Boundary Parks, Protected Areas | | Private Land
Bl [Jemoname |00

— ) Satisfactorily
= ™« Non-Productive " Restocked

B e
1 PSYU
B@xnﬁg & Free
2 Compartment ~ Growing
ROWRoad Permit nlr.w Opening

Roads/Trails

=EEER Paved X X Deactivation = = = Recreation Trail

=R Gravel Main == Temp Construcled = = = = Cyltural Trail

=R Operalional &= Temp Prop --- - i Trail

Spur roposed Other

Structures

D= Existing Bridge

== Proposed Bridge

@ Existing Pipe Arch
Exisling Culverl

# Removed Structure  # Pipeline Crossing
4 catle Guard #- Pipeline X-ing Multiple
I SkidBacksparXing &3 Railway Crossing

% Designaled Crossing {3 Access Control

Landing @ Proposed Culvert A KM Marker
Hydrology Contours - 10m
ﬁ g u Wetland Fish Bearing Index Contour
= Dehnite Intermediate Contour

D Lake/Rivers Indefinite

vy
4 Spot Height

Other Features

4= Fence /" Boundary Station
==+ Rail Line # Cultural Heritage Feature
= =+ Selsmic/Cut line A Culturally Modified Tree
& Ppeline W Wildlife Feature

B—@ TransmissionPower Line | # | Cultural Heritage Area
[37] wetsie

-
.

R S

GIS Generated Systematic Cruise Grid

&)
-
~.

L T T T L i

Grid Spacing (m): Grid Projection:  Albers
Measure Plots: 0 Count Plots: ©  Total Plots: 0

Plot Centre/RT: u_--.-ﬂﬁ Boundary: Orange SE Waived: N
Dia, Limits: 17.5¢m (Pli = 12.5) Plot Type:  Prism
Height Instrument: Vertex Walkthrough Method: Y
Height Estimation Method: Vertex GPS Plot Location

Crulse Area 44.1
NP (Natural) 0
NCBr ]
Logged 0
Right Of Way/Road Permit/Landings 24
NP (Oil and Gas) 0
Reserve 3.2
Non Merchantabl 5.6
Total Area 49.7
Scale = 110,000
100 50 100 200 300 403
— — = — ]

Map Date: 9/3/2014
Created By. Birk, Cralg

Tentative Cruise Dates:
From: 03-Sep-2014 To 03-Mar-2015)

I Crume and Comping Agency Canadan Forest Products r!.'_

I .\ i sl

I 7 O O Y s

CRATE Frsien Alhere (170111
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Aubrey, Emn:m__m.r_u_.z_ﬁ_mx

From: Groor, Andy <Andrew.Groom@canfor.com>
Sent: Monday, September 22, 2014 2:33 PM

To: Reiter, Clinton FLNR:EX

Subject: CANFOR t160 cruise plan

Attachmenis: 3]_1160.pdf; cp_letter.dog; cruiseplan fs693.doc
Hi Cling

Here is the cruise plan for t160 within FL A18688

Reagrds
Andy

Page 20 of 130 FNR-2016-62778 TR



August 31, 2016

District Manager
Ministry of Forests
1265 Dalhousie Drive
Kamloops BC

Attn; Clint Reiter

RE: Cruise Plan Submission ~FLA18688 t16Q
Dear Clint

Please find attached the cruise plan for the above block.

Canadian Forest Products Ltd.

Vavenby Division

Box 39 )
Vavenby, British Columbia
Canada VOE 3A0

Fax (250} 676-9455

Tel. (250} 676-1137
Andy.groom{@canfor.com

Contact the undersigned should you have any questions or concerns.

Yours truly,
Canadian Forest Products Ltd. - Vavenby Division

Andrew Groom RFT.
Forestry Supervisor
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, CRUISE BASE
Hmzcmm. ﬂqLP .,_ mmmm QR SCALE BASE
PROVINCIAL CRUISE PLAN C.P. T160 SCALE

Base Map # 82M081

District Manager: Rick Sommer _ Cruise Area {(ha): 9.1

Licensee: _ Canfor . _ ~ Contact: # Andy groom

Seographic Loation: ﬁH Tropes e 45— ahwthuble oA .

Tsa: | Kamioops | pvu: 18 ©Fzle T fnv. Reg. No: _ﬂ - ComptNof25 |
_ .

nom.ﬂ_ '

Address:

}mm_._nq Zmz._m
Cruiser Names {if known):

xDO Faorestiy Mame: Canfar
Addrass:

G ._.mz._.b._.Em Oxc_wm Gb._.mm

{250Q) 6740245 {250) 676-9518

mmuﬁwoﬁ To

. _uHo o ._.m__e_

From: .
_u_.ouomma Years of Legging: _ 2009/2010 ACCEss:
D >m<mm:zm m<m.qmz_ o : s
Systematic Grid: YO ]
1. Segragale sliv mv__ma_._.;_uﬁnr clearcut, seed trea, :o_c avn. aﬁm:_:m w.n_l
~E. PLOT.NO: R o R R : S
Weasuepets: | v | ComtPlow _ TesimaedOV: | 4 BE Wawed O]y |
m ﬁ M 200 x 200 m if cruise < 250 ha
Grid Spacing inm}____; 100 .4 OO d P50 250mIfCUSE 2 250 0
E.O._, TYPE: Prism/Relascope: m Prism Fixed ,p_,mm ! No Mw Plol m_Nm ﬁ:mu_ M 23
~Fl MINIMUM DIAMETER LIMITS: _ COAST INTERIOR
Matue Trrunature Species {om o) mxm_sn:o: ﬁoqa_

Pl: 12.5 Other: 17.5

Compilation - Appraisal {cm) Pl: 12.5 Other: 17.5
Compilation - Cutting _umz.z.. an_._.;. T ) _u_.\_Nm.Gnu_._m« .“_.u..m o i -
..O E_bm_A_ZO Axe Blaze Other ftags)
mu_._an_m:mw Tone T -|I2c T
Baschine No R o No )
Strime , S o T e
Fiot Centre  BlueiYellow | Nia No T No
.......,.”_”_.M.vo_:.m ......... . P R - - "
- Mon Forest Types . 5MZ MiA ! Mo No
N .mmww:m: Areas o mgm- |_ o NIA, _ No No
- - s__._n___?. ._,wmm vm..nmm.mm R AU m_sN e e e e sz__.ﬂne: i w_.m ............... L .m. ...........
oﬂzsm..n e e e

HEIGHTS: (TOTAL HEIGHT METHOD IS MANDATORY)"

Height Estimation Method {ocular, vertex, etc.}

m Ocular _ Height Measuring Instrument {clino, hypsometar, efc.)

I OTHER:
Comments:
Note The original traverse notes must ba provided to _uo—mm_ mm:____nm staff uvponrequest:
Signed: M >:a_.ms__ Groom _ ‘_m.‘:_ * mmun Nm__mca.a
>E:o:umn_ _-_nm_._mmm mmu«mmm:_.mm“qm mmﬁmmd},ﬁo o_. ).mm z_._:_.amﬂ - Date:

?m block(s) in an appraved Forest Stewardship or Forest omqm_ou_.aoa _u_m_._.w ,:wm

FS 693 HYA 2006/06 Flaase be aduised that this information may be refeased under s Fresdom of Information and Frofactian of Frivacy Act
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SECTIONS J, K, L (TO BE FILLED OUT WHEN REQUIRED)

" J. STRATIFIED SYSTEMATIC SAMPLING: (Calciilate sampling requirements for each timber type). .« = °

A B C D E F G H
T B B T R
Dascrplion | Subzona sz {ha} m¥ha VolfType m ; of Tatal Voi.  Type CV Type GV PlolsiCp Specing
Mariar ! . :
1 PLBASX |ESSFwe 9.4 ! Refer to
2z m :

2 Sections
o w . ) B B B . 24,235
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From: Pilling, Glen FPB:EX

To: Dave.Dobi@Canfor.com; Schweitzer, Rob W FLNR:EX; Stafford, Jason FLNR:EX; thinkwellsgray@gmx.ca

Cc: Zielke, Ken FPB:EX; Sommer, Rick B FLNR:EX; Lewis, Tom FLNR:EX

Subject: Forest Practices Board Complaint Investigation - Southern Clearwater Valley - Clarification of Nature of the
Complaint

Date: Monday, July 7, 2014 9:30:59 AM

Attachments: 140626.Complaint Form.docx

Hello All

On Friday | sent out a notification letter for the complaint we received from Wells Gray Action
Committee. | copied the letter to Erik Milton and he sent me the e-mail below to help clarify his
concerns. | asked him if | could forward the complaint form as well as his e-mail to help clarify the
issues. It is attached.

Rick Sommer asked Rob Schweitzer to be the main contact for this file for the District. Tom Lewis
asked Jason Stafford to be the main contact for this file for BCTS.

I will be calling you in the near future to discuss the complaint and try to schedule interviews.
Please feel free to call me at any time if you have questions or concerns.

Glen Pilling

Manager, Audits and Investigations

Forest Practices Board

250836 3279

From: Erik [mailto:thinkwellsgray@gmx.ca]

Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 8:52 AM

To: Pilling, Glen FPB:EX
Subject: Re: Forest Practices Board Complaint Investigation - Upper Clearwater Valley

Morning Glenn,

By all means, forward the email to the District, BCTS, and Canfor.
Thanks and regards,

Erik Milton

Wells Gray Action Committee
ThinkWellsGray @gmx.ca
250.674.8255

On 7-Jul-14, at 8:48 AM, Pilling, Glen FPB:EX wrote:

Hello Erik

Could I forward this and if possible the complaint form to the District, BCTS and Canfor?
The notification letter that I sent out basically sets the scope of the investigation. Sending this
e-mail out will clarify the scope.

From: Erik [mailto:thinkwellsgray @ gmx.ca]

Sent: Saturday, July 05, 2014 7:34 AM

To: Pilling, Glen FPB:EX

Subject: Re: Forest Practices Board Complaint Investigation - Upper Clearwater Valley
Good Morning Glenn,

Thanks for this information.
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I just wanted to clarify a couple things regarding the complaint - again, these comments are
general in nature. The complaint is more complex than either the initial complaint form
allowed for or the

letter you have written summarizing the complaint makes clear.

Please note the following clarifications;

- The area of concern is the southern Clearwater Valley, not just the area known as the "Upper
Clearwater Valley.' This area inherently holds a broad range of non-fibre values that have not
been properly addressed. We are looking for a public input process into decisions that affect
the southern Clearwater Valley, not just the

Upper Clearwater area as your letter suggested. I can

geographically define this for you if needed.

- The Guiding Principles apply only to the area known as the "Upper Clearwater Valley,"
which is the crown land on the east side of the valley north of Spahats Creek. Logging has not
begun yet on that side of the valley but both BCTS and Canfor have logging interests

there. The complaint regarding the Guiding Principles is therefore

only relevant to this area.

- Logging is not just about what happens on the ground - more

importantly it is the process that leads up to those decisions. In

consideration for the broad range of values set to be impacted by decisions affecting the
southern Clearwater Valley the forestry system (government and industry) has failed to live up
to their own stated commitments to consideration for social and economic values, and more
importantly are failing to uphold the public trust they are obligated to consider. Because of the
nature of the impacts of logging in this situation public input is critical for making the right
decisions - and should have been a default part of the process. There are very obvious
stakeholders in this case that have been given no opportunity for input. This input is needed
because it will affect an entire community (Clearwater) that is building a large part of it's
future on it's relationship and connection to Wells Gray Park.

- There are other concerns as well - alluded to in the complaint.

As your letter has suggested, we are more than willing to work towards resolving this
complaint at this point. To this end, all that needs to happen is that Kamloops Forest District -
as the body that is in a leadership position and able to make land-use decisions in this case -
agree to hold a meaningful and open public input

process before they commence logging the southern Clearwater Valley.

This process would of course include Canfor and BCTS. However,

for the input process to be genuine logging cannot be taking place in the valley while we
discuss its future. That much is clear.

If you have any questions, feel free to call me.

Regards,

Erik Milton

Wells Gray Action Committee

ThinkWellsGray @gmx.ca

250.674.8255

On 4-Jul-14, at 2:30 PM, Pilling, Glen FPB:EX wrote:

Hello Erik Milton

We have received the complaint that you sent to the Board from the
Wells Gray Action Committee. I am sending the acknowledgement and
notification letters attached to this e-mail. I will forward a paper

copy in the mail.

Please feel free to call if you have any questions or concerns.

Glen Pilling
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Manager, Audits and Investigations
Forest Practices Board

250 836 3279

Glen Pilling

Manager, Audits and Investigations
Forest Practices Board

250 836 3279

brochure.pdf>
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M Forest
N s | Practices

— Board NOTICE OF COMPLAINT

Date: |June 30, 2014 Board Use Only | File #:

Complaint Information

Do you wish to remain anonymous? Do you have other documents to add I:l

in support of this complaint? Yes

What is your complaint? (nature of complaint)

1) Failure of MFLNRO to provide leadership in a situation that clearly requires it.

2) Failure by MFLNRO, Canfor, and BCTS to engage public and especially stakeholders before logging an
area with a broad range of social, economic, and environmental concerns.

3) Non-compliance by MFLNRO and Canfor with a land use agreement — The Upper Clearwater Guiding
Principles.

4) A multitude of on-the-ground logging concerns including (but not limited to) impacts to hydrology,
Mountain Caribou habitat, viewscape issues, Wells Gray Park adjacency issues, economic impact
issues, past logging concerns, and impacts to the Clearwater Valley and Clearwater River Rd.

Where and when did the problem occur? (grounds for complaint)
When did you learn of the problem?

Concerns center around the Clearwater Valley — entrance corridor to Wells Gray Park — where an
extraordinary set of circumstances and values affecting a broad range of user groups are present in a relatively
small area.

In the late 1990’s the Upper Clearwater Guiding Principles land use agreement were negotiated as part
of the greater LRMP process. Residents believed that the compromise reached by that land use agreement
precluded industrial scale logging in the Upper Clearwater Valley.

More recently concerns have necessarily broadened beyond the scope of the Guiding Principles
agreement both geographically and topically. Stakeholder concerns over a wide range of issues in the valley are
not being addressed.

We feel that MFLNRO has a leadership role to fulfill in situations such as this. Their failure to do so has
aggravated the situation and is set to cause division and negativity in the community that might have been
avoided with a little foresight and leadership. The problems are ongoing.

What steps have you taken to try to solve the problem?

Residents have been writing letters and communicating with Canfor and MFLNRO since early 2012,
Under the Guiding Principles land-use agreement residents acted in good faith that they had a process,
supported by the agreement, for voicing their concerns and affecting the decision making process. We feel that
our voices have largely gone unheard through that process. Issues are constantly avoided and resident
concerns are passed back and forth between government and industry while nothing changes.

In May 2014 the Wells Gray Action Committee was formed to pursue these concerns more effectively
and call for public input into this process. We have engaged the press and politicians in an attempt to be heard.
BCTS were also recently contacted as they have begun logging on the west side of the Clearwater Valley.

It is ongoing...
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What solution would you like? (relief requested)

In consideration of the broad range of issues and stakeholders impacted, we believe that a public input
process is a necessary and critical part of good decision making and due diligence in this circumstance. That is all
we are asking for — a public input process where everyone will have the opportunity to have a voice in decisions
that will impact social, economic and environmental values in the region.

While the public input process is held it is imperative that logging not be taking place in the areas of
concern as this would further undermine the process and any possibility that it might be genuine.

List the companies, ministries and people who are involved in the complaint

(attach list if necessary):

Name: Rob Schweitzer

Name: Dave Dobi

Name: Frank Kohlberger

Rob.Schweitzer@gov.bc.ca

Dave.Dobi@canfor.com

Frank.Kohlberger@gov.bc.ca

Phone: 250.371.6502

Phone: 250.676.1136

Phone: 250.371.6557

Fax:

Fax:

Fax: 250.371.6565

Address: 1265 Dalhousie Drive

Address: Box 39

Address: 1265 Dalhousie Drive

City/Town: Kamloops

City/Town: Vavenby

City/Town: Kamloops

Postal Code: V2C 525

Postal Code: VOE 3A0

Postal Code: V2C 525

Involvement: MFLNRO

Involvement: Canfor

Involvement: BC Timber Sales

Any additional comments you would like to make in support of your complaint
(attach other information if desired):

Supporting documents, etc. will be available/presented during the investigation.

Contact Information

Name: Organization represented, if any:

Erik Milton Wells Gray Action Committee

Address: City/Town: Postal Code:
6332 Clearwater Valley Rd. Clearwater VOE 1Nf1

Phone: 250.674.0270

Cell: 250.674.8255

Please send completed form and supporting document(s) to:

Mail: Forest Practices Board

Email: ThinkWellsGray@gmx.ca

PO Box 9905, Stn Prov Govt
Victoria, BC V8W 9R1

Fax: 250-213-4725

J
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CATHERINE JEAN HICKSON,
Geoscientist: B.Sc., Ph.D., P.Geo.

1503 - 4194 Maywood Street « Burnaby, BC « V5H 4E9 « 604.435.9644 + chickson@telus.net

LOGGING NORTH OF SPAHATS CREEK

May 28, 2014

Rick Sommer RPF

District Manager

Thompson Rivers Resource District

Ministry of Forests, Lands and Natural Resource Operations
Phone: 250-371-6501 Fax: 250- 371-6565

Email: rick.b.sommer@gov.bc.ca

Dear Rick:

Thank you for taking my call Friday and providing David Dobi’s contact information. As | mentioned, it
has come to my attention that the southern portion of the Wells Gray Clearwater Volcanic Field overlaps
with plans for extensive clear cut logging. | understand from our conversation that there is a process in
place that is open to input from the public and technically qualified individuals concerning potential
impacts of this logging. Below is my input that | would like formally presented to the committee and
placed on their agenda for consideration.

First a bit about my background, | have long experience with the volcanic history of the Clearwater
Valley, having completed my doctoral thesis here in 1987. Since then | worked 24 years with the
Geological Survey of Canada, where my main focus was volcanism in Canada. During my tenure with the
GSC | had the opportunity to study most of the volcanic areas in British Columbia. | also had the
opportunity to carry out detailed studies of volcanic areas in Iceland, USA, Argentina, Bolivia, Chile,
Colombia, Guatemala, Ecuador, and Peru. Several of these studies were related to risk and hazard
analysis in volcanic areas. Since leaving the GSC in 2008, | have continued working globally on volcanic
sequences in the context of geothermal energy. Since 2013 | have been working as a consultant
specializing in geoscience studies related to geothermal development, volcanism and risk/hazard
analyses.

As part of my effort to support the upcoming proposal for Geopark status for the Wells Gray Clearwater
Volcanic Field, | have recently prepared several documents for use in describing the geological
significance of this area.

One of these documents is a field guide for an international geological conference to be held in

Vancouver. The sponsoring organization is the Geological Society of America. The guide book is for a
field visit to the WGCVF planned for October 22-24.
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The other two documents are being prepared for the general public. One is a booklet called “Wells Gray
Rocks” and the other is a map highlighting the geology and important features of the area from
Clearwater north to the upper portions of the park.

Distinctive geological features:

The areas slated for logging are in highly sensitive areas that contain geological features that are rare in
British Columbia, not protected in other provincial parks, and are not found in other locations within
Wells Gray Provincial Park. These features include erosional formations (hoodoos and cockscomb
structures (Fig. 1 and 2)), associated chasms, and waterfalls. These features have formed within a thick
succession of pillow lavas that are exposed along the west facing slopes of an area informally called
Sheep Track Bench (Geological Map) extending from Spahats Creek to Moul Creek. These young and
unique geological formations also need specific geotechnical considerations before road and other
infrastructure placement can be made (Fig. 3). Mapping was last done in the mid-1980s and should be
redone to catalogue these features. Reports of features such as lava tubes (another relatively rare
phenomenon) have been made but not substantiated.

Buck Hill is a small cinder cones that holds the distinction of erupting at the end of the Fraser Glaciation
(11,000-10,000 years ago) when significant valley filling ice still occupied the Clearwater River Valley.
This interaction has created a series of unique deposits in the interaction of lava and ice. Although the
Park contains many other volcanic vents that show evidence of lava/ice interaction, this is the only one
in the area (and known in British Columbia) that has unique “bomb tills” and “pillow flow tills”.

Sheep Track Bench is a broad area bounded by steep slopes that form the east wall of the Clearwater
Valley (Fig. 5). These slopes are susceptible to debris flows and slope failures with a potential to cause
damage to roads and private property located at the base of the slope. They are already subject to
failure and flooding (Fig. 6). Restrictions on harvesting on broad “gentle over steep” areas would likely
be required as weak and variably porous geological units dip from the plateau towards the steep valley
sides below, accelerating run-off and the potential for slope failures.

The roads up Spahats Creek and across Sheep Track Bench are used by thousands of tourists accessing
the Trophy Mountain Meadows and the higher alpine areas. Part of the Geopark proposal will advocate
for a trail system that accesses the escarpment and slopes of Sheep Track Bench, thereby introducing
ready-made tourist traffic to some of the Clearwater Valley’s key volcanic features. There are three
important associated points here:

e first, this area brings the park experience within ready reach of Clearwater, which is now
establishing itself as gateway to the park;

e second, having an extensive trail system linked to world-class geologic features will
inevitably increase visitation at the same time as it extends the duration of the average
visit;

e third, these slopes are available for hiking from early May through late October, that is,
about two months longer than most of Wells Gray Park itself.

| submit that all of these features are of significant importance to future tourism opportunities in
Clearwater and Upper Clearwater.

In summary, logging in this geologically and visually sensitive area is likely to have a significant negative
impact on the upcoming UNESCO geopark initiative and, as a result, on future economic development in
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the local community. | urge the committee to take these tangible values into consideration when making
its decision.

Regards,

~Y s A
/}%fécz/.mm_

Catherine Hickson PGeo PhD

Attachments: Map and five photographs

Figure 1: Cockscomb structure in the upper parts of 1** Canyon Creek. This structure is indicative of
other features in the area. These features are formed due the differential erosion properties of the
pillow breccia that makes up the deposits.

Figure 2: A spire structure in the upper parts of 1°* Canyon Creek. This is indicative of other features in
the area. These features are formed due the differential erosion properties of the pillow breccia that
makes up the deposits.

Geological Map: DEM and geological map of the area from Spahats to Moul Creek. Geology is based on
traverses done in 1983 and 1984; 4 Clearwater Unit; 3 Sheep Track Bench subunit (ice contact); 1
Waning Fraser Glaciation volcanism; F=Flows; H=Hyaloclastite; B=Basement (Kootenay Terrain/Slide
Mountain/Raft Batholith); d=dykes; c=fluvial/colluvial/glacial; numbers show the location of the stops.
Red dots proposed trail system; red dashes existing trail system; brown line existing roads.

Figure 3: Poorly consolidated pillow lavas, flow till and colluvium make up unit 1H (Fig. 3).

Figure 4: Steep slopes are susceptible to debris flows and slope failures. The inverted fan drainage of 1%,
2" and 3" Canyon Creeks, concentrates flow into very restricted channels increasing the likelihood of
failure of the infrastructure at critical points downslope (see Fig. 6).

Figure 5: Partial blockage or insufficient flow capacity have created issues at 2nd Canyon Creek with the
potential to wash out the road. This photo was taken May 24, 2014 at approximately 4:30PM.
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Figure 1

Figure 2
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Geological Map — Spahats to Moul Creek
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Figure 3

Figure 4
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Figure 5
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From: Morris, Kirsty L

To: Schweitzer, Rob W FLNRIEX

Cc: Ri NR:

Subject: RE: Logging in Clearwater

Date: Thursday, October 23, 2014 11:33:26 AM
Attachments: image001.ipg

Thank you!

Kirsty L Morris | Constituency Assistant

Terry Lake, MLA Kamloops - North Thompson
Minister of Health

Email: kirsty.morris@leg.bc.ca

Phone #: 250-554-5413 Fax #: 250-554-5417
Toll Free #: 1-888-259-0805

Website: www.terrylakemla.bc.ca

(2]
Be Green! Read from the screen

From: Schweitzer, Rob W FLNR:EX [mailto:Rob.Schweitzer@gov.bc.ca]
Sent: October 23, 2014 11:16 AM
To: Morris, Kirsty L
Cc: Sommer, Rick B FLNR:EX
Subject: RE: Logging in Clearwater
Kirsty,
Below is a brief update in regards to the current and proposed harvesting in the Clearwater valley.
If MLA Lake has any questions or requires further information, please do not hesitate to contact
me.

e The 1999 document titled, “Guiding Principles for the Management of Land and Resources in
the Upper Clearwater Valley” (GP) applies to the area generally east of the river up towards
the park boundary. | believe MLA Lake has a copy of the map that outlines the specific area.
This agreement does not apply to the area west of the river.

e During the June 28, 2014, field tour MLA Lake witnessed some of the current harvesting on
the west side of the river which is located within the BC Timber Sales operating area. It's my
understanding they have more timber development along with Canfor on the west side of
the river. Jessica Gunn, Area Forester (250-587-6765) with the BC Timber Sales program is
the best person to contact in regards to their operations.

¢ On June 30, 2014, the Forest Practices Board received a complaint from the Wells Gray Action
Committee (WGAC) and launched an investigation. It's my understanding the interviews
have been conducted and the investigation is ongoing.

e Engagement with the referral group outlined in the GP document remains a challenge. Canfor
has sent a letter to the referral group asking them to confirm they still exist and want to be
engaged but has not received a response.

¢ |n regards to Cathie Hickson’s email, her technical report was provided to Canfor. | have

Page 108 of 130 FNR-2016-62778 TR



confirmed with Canfor that her information was directly passed on to the professionals
conducting terrain stability and hydrology assessments and will be considered in their
timber development planning.

¢ The WGAC made a presentation to the TNRD Wells Gray Services Subcommittee in July.

¢ As a follow up, | was asked to provide an update in regards to the proposed timber
development in the Clearwater valley to the Subcommittee in September. Some of the
Clearwater council were in attendance as well. My information was well received and
appreciated by those in attendance.

¢ Last week, Canfor also made a presentation to the Subcommittee.

e Canfor is still working to complete their professional assessments (terrain, hydrology and
visual). This is expected to be completed by the end of November and Canfor has iindicated
they will engage the community through a public process and also attempt to meet with
the referral group. I've attached a recent article written by Canfor and published in the
North Thompson Times for your information.

From: Morris, Kirsty L [mailto:Kirsty.Morris@leg.bc.ca]
Sent: Monday, October 20, 2014 10:51 AM

To: Schweitzer, Rob W FLNR:EX

Subject: Logging in Clearwater

Importance: High

Hi Rob

MLA Lake has requested | contact you to see if you can provide us with an update on what'’s
happening re the logging in the Clearwater valley. MLA Lake has started receiving correspondence
again from constituents and he would like to draft a suitable response. | have attached a few of the
emails received this weekend to give you a sense of their content.

We look forward to hearing from you.

Regards

Kirsty

Kirsty L Morris | Constituency Assistant

Terry Lake, MLA Kamloops - North Thompson
Minister of Health

Email: kirsty.morris@leg.bc.ca

Phone #: 250-554-5413 Fax #: 250-554-5417
Toll Free #: 1-888-299-0805

Website: www.terrylakemla.bc.ca

a8l

Be Green! Read from the screen
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From: Dobi, Dave

To: Schweitzer, Rob W FLNRIEX

Date: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 4:06:39 PM
Attachments: recon_block summary 2013 10 22.pdf
Rob;

An update on our plans...

1. Blocks T122 and T115 are currently planned for spring decking before breakup 2015. Block
T122 is laid out and the feedback | have is that it will not have the pine content listed. It still
meets FSP tests for moving forward to harvest. Block T115 is non-pine (there was some
support for this at the last meeting due to power outages caused by blowdown in this
area).

2. Blocks T113, T114, and T119 are on our schedule at this time for harvest in the winter
2015/16 season.

3. Blocks T107, T108, and T109 are planned for evaluation shortly, and may move quickly into
the queue if deemed economical. These were the blocks Interfor was originally considering.

Please call with any questions.

D.
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ORIGINAL

BLOCK #

recon_block_summary_2013_10_22.xlsx

NEW |GROSS AREA
BLOCK # (ha)

RECON STATUS

Within Area "G"

DECISION

Recce Volume
Estimate

Pl >40%

PL < 40%

Mature

Small Pl

COMMENTS

T105

- 67.3

complete

Yes

defer

Younger (70 - 90 yr) Fir stand. Need to update recce information.

T100

- 149.7

No

drop

Block originally considered in late "90's and has not been actively assessed
since. Block revised to remove Caribou "No Harvest" and younger types on
lower slopes. Recon planned. As part of the
2013 0ld Growth Management area Order in the Thompson Rivers District,
the majority of this unit has been confirmed as an Old Growth
Management Area and is now reserved from harvest,

T106

- 41.9

complete

available

9,415

46%

Need to ground review cable area outside unit to west and N. From flight
does not appear feasible. No activity conducted in 2013,

T107

9.0

complete

Yes

outstanding

Block is immediately east of T103, was considered with T105Initial
development work was conducted in 2013 Plans currently under review to
evaluate operational issues identified at initial development phase.

T108

complete

Yes

outstanding

Attack in 2006 - steep/low vol. Need to reassess as last check was 2007.
Initial development work was conducted in 2013 Plans currently under
review to evaluate operational issues identified at initial development
phase.

T109

complete

Yes

outstanding

60%

Attack in 2006 - steep/low vol. Need to reassess as last check was 2007.
Initial development work was conducted in 2013 Plans currently under
review to evaluate operational issues identified at initial development
phase.

T111

complete

No

available

12,218

Small patch size; stand is primarily Spruce/Balsam. Greenwood block -
visual guality objectives will need to be met. No further work completed to
date.

T112

complete

No

defer

T113 is priority, and adjacency rules will defer this unit. Stand is currently
low incidence of forest health. No further work completed to date.

T113

- 179.1

complete

Partial

available

27,988

63%

some

Some areas of small piece size. Block rolls off plateau. Access will need to
be adverse off Trophy Mtn Road. Initial development work has started in
this block. Block in 2014 harvest sschedule.

T114

- 100.0

complete

Partial

available

17,169

49%

some

Some springs within unit to be addressed through retention. Will need
roading in conjunction with T113. Adjacent streams to be assessed.
Contouring not showing draws correctly. Initial development work has
started in this block. Block in 2014 harvest sschedule.

T115

complete

Yes

available

7,157

15%

Greenwood block with small scale salvage history and minor pine
component (15%) Meets all requirements. No work was conducted on this

Tlib

complete

defer

block in 2013,

Grotse ook b

T117

T116 77.2

complete

No

defer

part

T117 was reconfigured with T116 after a walk-through.

T118 -5E

T118 37.2

complete

No

defer

93%

Piece size is very small, steep slopes. +/- 60% grey in stand. Block field
checked and split N to S due to piece size differential. No further work
conducted on this block to date.

T118 - SE

T125 26.4

complete

No

available

5,311

83%

Piece size larger than T118, similar mortality, however a small log block
opportunity. Field reviewed and split from T118 based on data. Under
consideration to develop with T113/T114 and T119.

T118 - NW

T126 91.5

complete

Margin

defer

17%

marginal

Block is very steep/rocky on slope. Small Cw amongst older. short Fd and
some Fd vets. Low priority. No further work planned on this block at this
time.

T119 40.8

complete

No

available

12,366

64%

Pine in this block smaller than adjacent - sale/other Iciensee. Block is north
of Fage Creek, south of T114, and west of the Trophy FSR. Initial
development work has been started on this block. Block in 2014 harvest
schedule.

T120 36.5

complete

No

available

9,240

North of Fage Creek, west of Road T10A. Small patch size; stand is primarily
Spruce/Balsam. Greenwood block - visual quality objectives will need to be
met.

T121 146.6

complete

available

24,930

55%

South of Fage Creek to junction of Trophy FSR and Road T10A. There is
approx 50 ha of small pine not included in this volume as it is below piece
size limits for Canfor. May be harvest opportunity for another interested
party.

T122 28.0

complete

No

available

7,627

52%

Trail subject to management.

T123

complete

No

Under review.

nfa

T124 35.1

complete

No

available

9,010

North of Fage Creek, west of Road T116. Small patch size; stand is primarily
Spruce/Balsam. Greenwood block - visual quality objectives will need to be
met.

T128 27.5

complete

No

Block located south of Road 80 to Trophy FSR. Under review.

* Route location work completed on road option from Helsid Road. Option dropped.

PL=40%
PL<40%
Mature
Small PI

Dave Dobi

142,431 m3

Within the current identified boundary the pine component of the stand (by net volume) is greater than 40%
Within the current identified boundary the pine component of the stand (by net volume) is significant but less than 40%
Within the current identified boundary the stand contains trees of a size that meet mill profile, primarily non-pine.
Within the current identified boundary the pine component is at or near the lower limits of Vavenby mill profile. Piece size may meet other TSA licensee profile needs.
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From: Sommer, Rick B FLNR:EX

To: Schweitzer, Rob W FLNR:EX

Cc: Van der Zwan, Ron FLNR:EX

Subject: FW: Complaint Investigation

Date: Monday, October 19, 2015 1:11:35 PM

Attachments: IRC197-Local-Planning-Commitments-and-Logging-near-Wells-Gray-Park.pdf

14031 Publication Letter - Sommer.pdf

FYl, fails to indicate that the final harvesting plans have yet to be determined.

Rick Sommer RPF

District Manager

Thompson Rivers Natural Resource District
Ministry of Forests, Lands and Natural Resource Operations
Phone: 250-371-6501 Fax: 250- 371-6565
Email: rick.b.sommer@gov.bc.ca

From: Oman, Darlene FPB:EX

Sent: Monday, October 19, 2015 12:05 PM
To: Sommer, Rick B FLNR:EX

Cc: Weese, Kristine FLNR:EX

Subject: Complaint Investigation

Rick Sommer

District Manager
FLNRO

Please see the enclosed letter and a copy of the final investigation report that will be released
tomorrow. If you have any questions, please contact Glen Pilling at 250-836-3279.

Darlene Oman
Director, Corporate Performance
& Communications

BC Forest Practices Board
T 250-213-4705 C 250-480-8594
www.bcfpb.ca
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Fores.t
Practices
Board

Local Planning Commitments and
Logging near Wells Gray Park

Complaint Investigation #14031

FPB/IRC/197
October 2015
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The Complaint

The Wells Gray Action Committee (the complainant) filed a complaint on June 30, 2014. The
complainant was concerned that Canadian Forest Products Ltd (Canfor), the Ministry of Forests
Lands and Natural Resource Operations Clearwater District (the district) and BC Timber Sales (BCTS)
were not following a 1999 local resource plan known as the Guiding Principles for the Management of
Land and Resources in the Upper Clearwater Valley (the Guiding Principles). The complaint mentioned a
multitude of on-the-ground logging concerns including (but not limited to) impacts to hydrology,
mountain caribou habitat, viewscapes, and logging adjacent to Wells Gray Park. However, the main
concerns were that the Guiding Principles were not being followed, FLNR was not providing
leadership and the public trust established during negotiations of the Guiding Principles had been
lost.

The complainant was also seeking a new land use planning process for the travel corridor between
Clearwater and Wells Gray Provincial Park. Both the complainant and Board staff asked government
about the availability of that process. It is clear from those inquiries that government will not support
new land use planning for this area at this time. Therefore, the Board focused on the concerns
described above.

Figure 1. Travel Corridor to Park

Park Addition 159
Provincial Parks
Private_Land
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Background

Wells Gray Provincial Park is the fourth largest provincial park in BC and is located in east-central BC
near the town of Clearwater. In the 1990s, government developed a protected areas strategy and a
regional strategic land use planning process that resulted in having two new portions added to the
park in 1997. The additions created a corridor of private and Crown land bordered by the park on
three sides (see Figure 1). More than 280 000 people visit the park each year, most traveling up the
Clearwater Valley Road and accessing many of the park’s popular attractions through this corridor.

In 1997, the district woodlot program was exploring the possibility of establishing woodlots in this
corridor, but faced opposition from residents. Consequently, the district initiated the Upper
Clearwater Process, a consensus based local resource planning process that resulted in establishing
new woodlots and the Guiding Principles agreement in 1999. According to the district manager at the
time, that process established trust between individuals, businesses and government.

Although the Guiding Principles include a few detailed expectations for forest practices, they are
mostly expressions of intent for values other than timber. The area covered by the Guiding Principles
is divided into Areas A-G, with some principles that apply to all areas and some principles specific to
each area. The Guiding Principles contained a process whereby harvest proposals were to be
reviewed by the designated referral group, which could consult all the residents in the area. The
referral group would make a recommendation to the district manager, who would decide if the
harvest proposal should be approved. At the time the principles were written, the district manager
had the authority to make that decision.

In 2004, government introduced the Forest and Range Practices Act (FRPA), which effectively removed
the district manager’s decision-making authority in that harvest approval process. Now, the district
manager has limited ability! to withhold a cutting permit or road permit based on the input from a
third party such as the referral group. However, during the investigation, the current District
Manager explained that district managers can use their powers of influence to create desired
outcomes. Government has not established the Guiding Principles as formal government objectives,
so they have no legal standing under FRPA. Therefore, neither Canfor nor BCTS makes reference to
them in their forest stewardship plans.

Many other things have changed locally since the Guiding Principles were developed. A few
examples include: the mountain pine beetle epidemic has damaged local forests, older harvesting has
been reforested and is greening-up, the local mountain caribou herd is declining and tourism is
increasing in importance in the local economy.

The Guiding Principles envisioned regular updates but, despite the significant changes occurring
since 1999, they were only amended once in 2000. There has been little harvesting since that time, and
consequently no strong need to update the Guiding Principles. In that time period, consultation with
the referral group has been inconsistent.

! The licence agreement requires FLNR to issue cutting permits if they meet the following criteria: they do not conflict with
other tenures; they are within a forest development unit in an approved FSP; and, they do not unjustifiably infringe on
aboriginal interests.
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Discussion

In 2012, BCTS was planning cutblocks on the slopes to the west of the Clearwater River outside the
area included in the Guiding Principles. BCTS was aware of the Guiding Principles and that they
referenced visual quality of the area they were planning for harvest, as viewed from within the
Guiding Principles area. Therefore, BCTS completed visual quality assessments that showed the
cutblocks would meet the visual quality objectives for the area and sent a letter to the referral group
explaining the plan. Unfortunately, the letter was never delivered to the referral group, so it did not
know about that harvesting until logging started.

In 2012, Canfor was also planning harvest opportunities within the Guiding Principle area. Canfor
had not been involved in the development of the Guiding Principles. However, Canfor’s staff had
heard about the Guiding Principles so they asked the FLNR district for information. The district gave
Canfor a copy of the Guiding Principles document and a map. The map shows the eastern boundary
of Area G going only half way to the Park boundary on the east, whereas the complainant and referral
group think the boundary of Area G goes to the Park boundary. Regardless, both the district and
Canfor say that they will treat the whole area the same. Therefore, for the purposes of this
investigation, the Board does not consider the boundary disagreement a significant concern.

Canfor met with the referral group in January 2012, where it explained its plans for developing the
area. It told the group that following FRPA would basically ensure the Guiding Principles were
followed. It was clear to the referral group members that the scale of harvest, concept of salvage, and
consideration of other values in Canfor’s plan was not what they envisioned under the Guiding
Principles.

The referral group was also concerned that the Guiding Principles decision process was not being
followed. Both the licensee and District expected the referral group to make comments to the licensee,
rather than government, and then the licensee would decide how to proceed. The referral group
voiced concern that government had broken the agreement it had made with the residents in 1999.
Following that meeting, one referral group member quit the referral group and started the
complainant group. The referral group met with the district and Canfor again in 2014.

Other than these two meetings, up to the filing of this complaint, there was little consultation between
the district, Canfor, the referral group and the complainant. The referral group and complainant’s
concerns are more at a land use or strategic planning level —for example, making the corridor a
special land use zone focused more on resources other than timber. However, FLNR and Canfor were
not dealing with the landscape level concerns and wanted public comments at the operational
planning level. The Board has previously said that, “If concerns are directed to the wrong planning
level, they cannot be properly addressed and the result will be dissatisfaction for all parties.”? In this
case, such dissatisfaction has resulted in a lack of trust between the participants.

Furthering this distrust, the parties have been communicating through form letters and in the media,
rather than sitting down together and working through the issues.

2 FPB, Bulletin 003 - Opportunity for Public Consultation Under FRPA, 2003, Page 2.
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Conclusions

The main concerns in this complaint were:
1. Are the Guiding Principles being followed?

For the most part, the Guiding Principles were general expressions of intent for forest resources.
Since the Guiding Principles are so broad, it is difficult to verify compliance with them. BCTS and
Canfor are following a similar referral process as envisioned in the Guiding Principles, as they
relate to FRPA, but the consultation has been ineffective for a number of reasons.

2. Is the Ministry of Forests, Lands and Natural Resource Operations providing leadership?

Government has provided leadership at a strategic level by establishing broad provincial
objectives through FRPA and does not plan to start a new land use planning initiative for this
area. At the operational level, the district continues to engage with Canfor and the referral group,
but under FRPA, it is the licensee and not the district that has the leadership role in developing
harvesting proposals.

3. Has the public trust established during negotiations of the Guiding Principles been lost?

It is difficult for the Board to determine if the public trust has been lost, however it is clear the
referral group and the complainant view Canfor’s harvest plans as contrary to what was
negotiated in the late 1990s. In their view, the district has broken the original agreement and they
have lost trust in the district, Canfor, and the FRPA legislative regime.

In the late 1990s, the residents of the Upper Clearwater Valley and the district worked hard to
develop the Guiding Principles. The Guiding Principles process helped the district manager decide
how forest resources would be managed and conserved. Although the legislation that supported that
process has changed, it is clear that the residents are still passionate about maintaining a local voice in
forest management. It is also clear that Canfor has the legal right to harvest timber, the responsibility
for forest management in the area and the intent to harvest in the area. Although BCTS also has the
right to harvest and responsibility for forest management in the area, BCTS has no immediate plans
for developing its operating area in the Upper Clearwater Valley.

During the investigation, the Board asked the district manager if there was an opportunity for a small
local land use planning process to revisit the objectives for this area. The district manager said no.
Instead, he said he would like to see the existing Guiding Principles process followed. However,
under current forestry legislation, the process of reviewing and issuing a cutting permit is different
than when the Guiding Principles were developed, and this requires the complainant and the referral
group to adapt their roles to this new process.

Canfor has publicly said it will respect the Guiding Principles and has also stated publicly, through
the local media, that “we have been working with the public through the Upper Clearwater Referral
Group to design our harvesting activities in a way that is respectful of the Guiding Principles for
forestry as they apply to this area” and, “there is no reason a sustainable forest sector, a healthy
environment and a world-class tourism industry can’t coexist.”
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Recently, Canfor and the referral group had an encouraging meeting, with both showing a
willingness to re-engage in discussions about harvesting and management of other resources. The
district also plans to meet with the referral group and Canfor. Clearly the challenge for these three

groups is to determine their respective roles in a process for consultation about harvesting and forest
resource management.
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File: 97250-14031

QOctober 20, 2015

VIA EMAIL Rick.B.Sommer@gov.bc.ca

Rick Sommer

District Manager, Thomson Rivers Natural Resource District
Ministry of Forests, Lands and Natural Resource Operations
1265 Dalhousie Drive

Kamloops, BC V2C 575

Dear Rick Sommer:

Re: Publication of Board Report on - File 14031 / Local Planning Commitments and Logging
near Wells Gray Park

Please find attached a copy of the final report for the above Forest Practices Board investigation.
The report will be delivered to the Minister of Forests, Lands and Natural Resource Operations
and the Minister of Environment on Tuesday, October 20, 2015. The report will also be made
available to the public on the Forest Practices Board web page http://www.fpb.gov.bc.ca on the
same date.

If you require printed copies of the attached report or any other published report, please print a
copy from our web page (under “Reports and Publications”) or contact our communications
section toll free at 1-800-994-5899 to have copies sent to you.

Sincerely,
;W
Ken Zielke

Director, Investigations

Attachment
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Thompson Nicola Regional District
Wells Gray Country Services Subcommittee
September 17, 2014

Opening

¢ Name, Thank you for inviting me here tonight to speak with you

e I’'m here on behalf of the Thompson Rivers NRD and Rick Sommer District Manager.

e DM have SDM responsibilities under our legislation and must remain unfettered while making
their decisions.

e Although Rick would really like to be here speaking with you he must maintain an arm’s length
approach to these matters and has assigned me to take the lead on this file.

¢ Rick is kept well informed in regards to all sides of the issues and has a very good understanding
of the land use planning that has occurred given his background with industry in the area before
his current role.

e | would like to present you with some background/history, move onto the changes that have
occurred to forestry legislation and end with an overview of the engagement process to date.

Background

e July 1995 the KLRMP came into effect

e It took over 6 years and involved 40 reps from gov, industry, public interest, stakeholders (local)

e This process considered social, economic and environmental aspects of the plan area

e At the time gov was establishing 16% of crown land as parks, needed to balance this

e Recommendations from the plan still being implemented WHA, fossil beds, etc.

¢ GAR orders are still being established today (DWR, Rattlesnake, etc.) is the tool

e In 1999 a local land use agreement titled “Guiding Principles for the Management of Land and
Resources in the Upper Clearwater Valley” was reached between the government, stakeholders
and residents in the area.

o (Can provide this committee with a copy if you wish

Non legal agreement

Variety of strategies and objectives to be considered in regards to industrial use

Seven areas identified as A-G

o o o O

Includes the crown land
= East of the Clearwater River/Park
= Partially upslope above the Clearwater Valley Road
= South just above Spahats Falls
= North to Park boundary
=  Although some history of exact area lost we unilaterally agreed to extend the
are as described above
o Outlines an engagement process through a “Referral Group”
e [n 2012, Canfor informed gov they were looking to begin development in the area
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e Although the GP were determined to be non-legal, government encouraged Canfor to follow the
spirit and intent of the agreement

e Canfor committed and began the engagement process. First meeting Feb. 2012. Will speak in
more detail about the engagement to date later on.

Changes to legislation

e |n 2004 (full implementation in 2006), the Forest and Range Practices Act replaced the Forest
Practices Code
e FRPA required licensees to develop FSP versus the Code FDP
e FSP establish results and strategies for the 11 values under FRPA (soils, visual quality, timber,
forage, water, fish, wildlife, biodiversity, recreation resources, resource features, cultural
heritage)
e Instead of a prescriptive environment, FRPA allowed professionals (forest, engineers, biologists,
etc.) to manage in accordance with the results and strategies approved in the FSP
o Code —SDM test - manage and conserve
o FRPA—SDM test — consistent with FSP, no infringement of right/title
e EXAMPLE
o Code — gov professionals may have done a watershed assessment, providing
recommendations to DM to approve or not a cutting authority
o FRPA — professionals would conduct their own assessments to ensure it meets gov
objectives, their FSP and adequately manages FRPA values.
o C&E - Code inspect for compliance, FRPA back end auditing (FREP, MRVA)

Engagement

e Previously mentioned first meeting between Canfor and RG Feb. 2012.
e DM met with RG April 2012.
e Some challenges followed and a number of changes to RG chairs occurred
e Overthe next 1 -1 years government received and responded ~40 letters
e Gov encouraged concerns to be directed to Canfor to be considered in their planning process
e March 2014 — RG meeting held, Canfor and government there.
o Canfor presented changes to plans based on feedback received and professional work
o Canfor agrees to follow expand GP intent east to park boundary
e May 2014 - WGAC committee was formed
e May 2014 - Canfor sends letter to RG asking if they still exist, no response
e June 2014 — MLA Lake and | attend the WGAC field tour
e July 2014 - FPB notifies applicable parties they will be investigating a complaint in regards to
process and not actions in the UPCV.
e QOctober 2014 ?? — Canfor is planning on some sort of engagement process to provide the public
with future information.
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Summary

e Land use planning has taken place for this area.

e Gov feels these processes are complete and are not interested in opening up
e Gov went even farther with the adoption of the GP

e Gov still supports the GP and RG process and encourages the continuation

e Throughout this process if any questions arise, do not hesitate to contact me.

Questions?

e Be prepared for the salvage question
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MINISTRY OF FORESTS, LANDS AND NATURAL RESOURCE OPERATIONS
BRIEFING NOTE

File:  280-20/10280-20 UPCL

| PREPARED FOR:
Rick Manwaring, Assistant Deputy Minister, South Area for INFORMATION
(as requested by Rick Sommer, District Manager Thompson Rivers District)

Il ISSUE:
Canfor’s proposed harvesting in the Upper Clearwater Valley

] BACKGROUND:

In 1999, a local land use agreement titled “Guiding Principles for the Management of
Land and Resources in the Upper Clearwater Valley” (GP) was reached between the
District Manager (DM) of the former Clearwater Forest District, stakeholders and
residents of the area. The document outlined a variety of strategies and objectives that
were to be considered on 7 specific areas (A — G) in regards to future industrial use of
crown land. In addition, the GP provide for an information exchange process and
established a referral group to fulfil this objective. The crown land included in the GP is
still considered to be part of the timber harvesting land base (THLB) and there has been
very limited harvesting in the area since the agreement was endorsed.

In 2012, Canfor signalled they would begin timber planning in the area. The DM
reviewed the GP document and determined it was a non-binding agreement under today’s
legislation. Canfor was provided the document and encouraged to follow the “spirit and
intent” of the agreement. They commit to the process and attempted to hold an
information meeting with the referral group which turns into more of a public gathering.
Shortly thereafter, the referral group chair resigns and it was difficult to confirm whether
or not the group still existed as per the GP.

Following this meeting, the government received 25 letters from various individuals
concerned about future harvesting. The general response back to the writers encouraged
them to engage Canfor with their concerns/interests so these can be considered in their
timber development plans.

In June 2013, Canfor and Thompson Rivers District staff (DTR) met with Tom
Dickinson, Dean of Science at Thompson Rivers University. Tom is a very well
respected member of the Upper Clearwater Valley community, has a research facility in
the valley and was a member of the original referral group. He agrees to facilitate future
meetings and be a conduit in the exchange of information between all parties.

An information meeting was held between Canfor and the referral group in March 2014;
DTR staff were present. The lack of an organized referral group challenges the ability for
the parties to follow the process outlined in the GP, however three themes seemed to
emerge from this meeting:

Page 1 of 2
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Canfor’s proposed harvesting in the Upper Clearwater Valley

v

Vi

1. The location of Area G appears to be in dispute.

2. The GP refer to salvage harvesting as an accepted practice although the actual
definition of salvage is not clearly defined in the document, legislation or policy.

3. The flexibility (or lack thereof) a Statutory Decision Maker (SDM) has under today’s
legislation versus the authority they had under the Forest Practices Code.

DISCUSSION:

In the near future, DTR plans on sending the referral group a letter addressing the 3
points listed above. Canfor remains engaged in the process outlined in the GP and the
next meeting between all parties is expected to occur sometime in June once professional
assessments have been completed on the proposed blocks.

Canfor has indicated they will be submitting their first cutting permit application by
September 2014 with harvesting to commence in January 2015. It’s our understanding
there will be 2 pine leading blocks proposed in their first submission with pine beetle
attack levels >40%. One of these blocks will partially fall within Area G. Of note, after
listening to the community concerns, Canfor has substantially altered their original plans.

Given the amount of negative public feedback received to date, there is a high likelihood
any decisions and/or operations may be challenged legally, through the Forest Practices
Board or by way of civil disobedience. The local MLA, the Minister of FLNRO and
executive should all expect a significant increase to the profile of this issue in the coming
months.

CONCLUSION:

The majority of the proposed future harvesting does not fall into the “Areas” outlined in
the GP and the agreement is not considered legal direction. The area remains part of the
THLB, however, Canfor has agreed to follow the spirit and intent of these principles and
have extended this strategy outside of the areas identified in the GP. The SDM has very
limited flexibility when considering whether or not to approve a cutting permit. DTR as
well as Canfor remain committed to the process outlined in the GP document.

COMMUNICATIONS PLAN ATTACHED:
O Yes ® No

Rob Schweitzer, Resource Manager, DTR
May 27, 2014
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UPPER CLEARWATER GUIDING PRINCIPLES BACKGROUND

e 2000 UPGP agreement signed by the district manager of the day.

e Late 2011 we receive notification that Canfor would like to begin development in the
UCV.

e Locate and review the UPGP document and provided a copy to Canfor.

e January 2012 dispute over the area covered under this agreement. No map was
attached to the document and nothing on file. Goward provides a string model we
agree to extend Area G to the south.

e The DM communicates the spirit and intent of this agreement should be followed.

e January 28/12 Canfor holds a meeting with the referral group. Turns into a public
meeting.

e February 2012, a website is created by one of the referral group members that
personally attacks the Canfor rep who was at the meeting and indicates no logging
should occur.

e |t’s our understanding the referral group chair (Ryan Papp) resigns.

e May 2012 | take over the lead of this file to avoid the SDM becoming fettered.

e June 2012 meet with Parks to discuss the UCV residents push to expand park
boundaries.

e Beginning in July 2012 we begin to receive a number of letters (30) from the residents in
the UCV concerned about Canfor’s proposed developments. Our consistent response is
to contact Canfor directly with their concerns so they can be considered in their
planning. Canfor is copied on all these letters.

e October 2012 meeting with Canfor to get an update on their development and reinforce
the need to honor the UPGP agreement and engage public. They are willing but have
heard nothing back from the referral group since the Jan 28 meeting.

e November 2012 meet with Canfor again to review expectations.

e February 2013 Canfor notifies us that the new chair of the referral group (Steve Murray)
has resigned. Unclear for a period of time if the referral group still exists.

e April 2013 Canfor sends a letter to referral group. May 2013 referral group responds
indicating Tom Dickinson is the new point of contact.

e June 2013 Canfor and | meet with Tom D. He agrees to facilitate the flow of information
and encourages Canfor to engage with the group. They agree. However there is some
trepidation on Canfor’s part as to how the shared information may be used. (Jan 2012
scenario)

e July 2013 to fall of 2013 — Canfor begins preliminary development and professional
assessments. We remain in close communication.
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March 26, 2014 meeting — unorganized, unclear who would chair, no ground rules set,
Tom D was unfortunately late. Was supposed to be with the referral group but a
number of people attended. 3 attendees wanted to tape the meeting and Canfor was
no willing to continue if this occurred given the promises that were made at the Jan.
2012 meeting and how this information got used.

Finally information was presented by Canfor, not many questions but some good
conversation.

April 3, 2014 Canfor, Tom and myself meet to discuss concerns we had heard from the
meeting and how to proceed/exchange information.

April 2014 to present - a number of new letters are received and again we direct them
to engage with Canfor.

May 2014 - Erik Milton resigns from the referral group and forms the Wells Gray Action
Committee. Appears they want a logging moratorium on the entire valley which is
outside of the areas identified in the UPGP agreement.

May 2014 — | write a briefing note for executive providing them with an update.

May 2014 — | meet with MLA Lake and provide him with a briefing.

May 2014 - | continue to attempt to make contact with Tom D but he is out of the
country.

June 28, 2014 — MLA Lake and | attend the WGAC field tour.
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Upper Clearwater Key Points — May 2014

e Guiding Principles endorsed in 1999/2000 under the FPC (this legislation provided SDM
with much more flexibility than FRPA).

e Although a great demonstration of land use planning the GP document is not legally
binding and the area is considered within the THLB by the Chief Forester.

e The GP document outlines a “referral group” process.

e Very limited harvesting in this area since that time.

e 2012 Canfor indicates they want to start planning in the area.

e Current DM reviews the GP and would like the spirit and intent followed. FRPA and the
FL document does not provide SDM with much flexibility.

e Feb. 2012 Canfor agrees to respect the spirit and intent and meets with the referral
group.

e Turns out to be more of a public meeting, discussion turns personal and website created
attacking Canfor staff.

e Referral group chair resigns and the group no longer exists as outlined in the GP.

e Concerned residents begin a letter writing campaign. Government receives approx. 25
letters, general response is to inform Canfor of your specific interests/concerns.

e Canfor continues planning and commits to a future meeting with referral group once
more details are available.

e Canfor and the government ask Tom Dickinson (Dean TRU) to take on the role as a
facilitator as he was the original member of the referral group and participated in the
process.

e March 2014 a referral group meeting was held in Clearwater. Confusion to who was
attending and who they were representing. Canfor presented their updated plans.
Through the discussion it was clear there is some misunderstanding of the GP under
today’s legislation and the crown land it applies too.

o Location of Area G. Based on the information available, government believes it
to be mapped correctly. Some of the group feels it extends further east to the
park boundary.

o Definition of salvage harvesting. This is referred to in the GP document but not
defined. Under FRPA salvage harvesting is defined through the results and
strategies approved under a licensee’s FSP. Group feels it is small incursions
only.

o The flexibility (or lack thereof) a SDM has under FRPA rather than the FPC.
Ultimately the main approval that guides harvesting is done under the FSP. The
FL clearly states that the DM will issue a CP unless they feel there is infringement
to a FN right or title.

Page 129 of 130 FNR-2016-62778 TR



e Next step(s):
o SDM needs to take a cautious approach when engaging the referral group or
others so not to be unduly influenced or fettered in any matter.
Government plans on attempting to clarify the 3 points listed above in writing.
Canfor has committed to holding another meeting late June/early July with the
group once more of the professional assessments have been completed.
(Terrain, hydrology, visuals, etc.)
o Canfor has tentative plans to submit CP applications late summer/early fall with
harvesting to begin this winter.
e Other information:
o Canfor’s tentative plans only include a very minor amount of timber in Area G.
2 blocks this winter (gross areas <40ha), one is located in Area G.
3 more blocks next winter (2015/16) partially in Area G but may be deleted.
3 more blocks haven’t been reviewed yet.

O

(@]

(@]

OGMA and caribou GAR orders have been established restricting harvesting in
the general area.

o FSP 5.7.1 — Risk of damaged timber pine 40% insect/fire >20% exempt from block
size and adjacency.
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Webb, Steven RPF FLNR:EX

From: Gunn, Jessica FLNR:EX

Sent: Tuesday, December 8, 2015 9:04 AM

To: 'Hans Wadlegger'; sepp@wadlegger.ca

Cc: Miller, Kyler S FLNR:EX; Muglich, Rowena FLNR:EX
Subject: A89947

Just a heads up that Steve chatted with Trevor Goward yesterday (he called for another reason) but also to give him the
heads up that there is some more logging that will be taking place this winter on the West side of the Clearwater river.
This Sale was sold before the Referral group came together with their new name. They were referred to previously and
no response was given back.

I don’t think there will be any road blocks that will happen but may have some lookey loos hanging around as the block
is being harvested or things said around town.

I know Wadlegger Logging and Construction will do their best managing this block as it could become an Upper
Clearwater issue. Visuals have been completed on this area and we are well within our visual landscape sensitivities. The
referral group has taken it upon themselves to try to manage the visual landscape in their eyes and not what has been
done in the Kamloops LRMP.

If you have any issues please let us know so we can deal with them. | just wanted to give a heads up so that you aren’t
caught off guard by anything.

Cheers,

Jessica M. Gunn, RPF

Area Forester

BC Timber Sales - Clearwater Field Team
Office - (250)-587-6765

Cell - (250)-674-8491

Fax - (250)-587-6790
Jessica.Gunn@gov.bc.ca
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BC Timber Sales - Kamloops
Clearwater Field Team

BCTS David Lake VIA
DL7SM-2014 Update
Produced by
RDI Resource Design Inc
January 2014
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DL7SM 2014 with WTPAs and Roads
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Visual Impact Assessment Summary Table

Clearwater Field Team

BCTS Kamloops Business Area

Proposed year
of Harvest

2014

Proposed Silv
System

Cutblock

CC with
WTPAs

Licence | A89947 | CP#& | DL7SM Map 92p090
Number A89948 BLK DL7SN Reference
#, or DL7UJ #:
RP#: DL7UP
DL7XK
DL7XL
A90519 DL7R6
DL7R8
DL7UU
Type of Proposed Alteration
(e.g. Cutblock, Road or Pipeline R/W, Oil lease, etc.)
Licence Block Mapsheet VSU #
A89947 DL7SM [ 92p090 184-174
DL7SN | 92p090 166
DL7UJ [ 92p090 144-NVS**
A89948 DL7UP | 92p090 144-NVS*
DL7XK [ 92p090 NVS*
DL7XL | 92p090 NVS*
DL7R6 | 92p090 NVS*
A90519 DL7R8 | 92p090 166-NVS*
DL7UU [ 92p090 NVS*
*NVS in VSU column means entire area is outside
of VSU coverage.
** Block is in previously unmapped visible area
VISUAL LANDSCAPE INVENTORY LABEL
Kamloops LRMP
VSU# VSC VAC EVC eVQO
166 3 R M
144 3 M M
174 2 R PR
184 2 R PR
EVC does not exceed eVQO in any VSU
VIEWPOINTS & VIEWING CONDITIONS
Block VP 3rd* VP21 VP22 VP24
(View (4km-
Dist.) (5km-MG) | (3km-MG) MG) (8+km-BG)
VP Type Road Road Road Road
Informal; Informal; | Informal; | Informal;
Canyon Buffalo Minor Wells
Feat.; Ranch; Gray
Significant | Significant Guest
Ranch;
Significant
DL7SM VIS VIS VIS VIS**
DL7SN VIS VIS VIS VIS**
DL7UJ VIS VIS NVS NVS
DL7UP NVS NVS NVS NVS
DL7XK NVS NVS NVS NVS
DL7XL NVS NVS NVS NVS
DL7R6 NVS NVS NVS NVS
DL7R8 NVS NVS NVS NVS
DL7UU NVS NVS NVS NVS

*VP 3rd is at Third Canyon

** Potentially Visible Only
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ASSESSING BASIC VQO DEFINITION

VP 3rd Canyon VP 21 VP 22 VP 24
Do the proposed alterations, in combination ?’PSRL; 184-174 ?’PS% 184-174 ?’PS% 184-174 ?,PS;; 184-174
with any existing Non-Veg alterations, achieve | ygs Yes Yes No*
the basic VQO definition for the established
VQO from each of the identified viewpoints? VSU 166- VSU 166-174(PR) | VSU 166-174(PR) | VSU 166-174(PR)
174/144(PR) Yes Yes Yes
Yes
VSU144 (M)-NVS
VSU144 (M)-NVS | Yes
Yes

If applicable state reasons why the proposal does not achieve the basic definition.
Rationale for combining VSUs.

*VSU 184 is a narrow ridgetop sliver seen together with the much larger VSU 174 at the base. Block DL7SM crosses
both VSUs. The VSUs were combined for logical analysis (landform as seen from viewpoints). The alteration is
somewhat large from VP 24 but well-designed. The viewpoint offers only potential viewing towards the blocks, in
background view.

Although VSUs 166 and 144 have M VQO, these were combined along with the north portion of VSU 174 laying at
the base of VSU 166 for logical analysis, with the aim of meeting PR. Block DL7SN is fully located in VSU 166. Block
DL7UJ is fully located in an area marked in Visual Landscape Inventory as NVS (not visible) adjacent to VSU 144.

Partial Retention is defined as "an alteration of a forest landscape resulting from the presence of cutblocks or roads,
such that, when assessed from a viewpoint that is representative of significant public viewing opportunities, the
alteration (a) is easy to see, (b) is small to moderate in scale, and (c) has a design that appears natural and is not
angular or geometric."

If applicable, which basic VQO definition would the proposed alteration in combination with any existing Non-VEG

alterations meet?
N/AQ or P O R O PR X0O M x*0 MM O EM QO

The proposed alterations in their entirety meet PR from all viewpoints with the exception of the "potential” view
from VP 24 which is a background view (8.5km) and only potential if seen through the trees
ASSESSING VISUAL DESIGN

Do the proposed alterations exhibit elements of good visual design? YES X NO O
Do the proposed alterations respond to the lines of force analysis? YES X4 NO O
If No why?

Design principles and practices used to blend the proposed alteration(s) with the landscape
(e.g. edge treatment & feathering, irregular boundaries, leave trees/patches, etc.):

The blocks are screened for the most part by intervening trees and topography along the Wells Grey Park Road.
Blocks DL7SM and DL7SN are most evident, with possible glimpses DL7UJ further away in glimpse views from 3rd
Canyon, and the first two from longer-term views from VP 21 (Buffalo Ranch), VP22 - a roadway view, and in
background view from VP24 (Blackhorse Guest Ranch). The blocks are well-designed, following lines of force. The
planned WTPAs in DL7SM break up the block considerably. A recommended addition of two more WTPAs designed
by RDI would further the reduction of overall form and scale.

Are there existing human made alterations visible in the unit showing no or poor design?
NO X a YES a

1 Forest and Range Evaluation Program, 2008. Protocol for Visual Quality Effectiveness Evaluation Procedures and Standards, p.10.
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ASSESSING SCALE OF ALTERATION - see viewpoint image sheets for details

Percent Alteration

VSUs 166-
VSUs 184-174 174/144/NVS
3rd Canyon 0.03 6.12
VP21 0.9 5.74
VP22 6.95 3.57
VP24 11.19 1.20

See rationale for combining VSUs on previous page

FOREGROUND ALTERATIONS AND SCREEN DESIGN

Is the visible portion of proposed alteration within 1 kilometre of the viewing locations?

Does vegetative or landform screening exist?

in DL7SM NO O

If yes, what type: Deciduousl Coniferous XQ Mixed Forest Q Landform O

Would the screen hide proposed operations?

NO QO Partial X 0O

Is vegetative screen designed properly ie responds to lines of force,
shape & scale and remains a viable unit for future removal?

NOOQ NAQ

|s vegetative screen expected to be windfirm?

NOO NA O

If alteration would not be screened or only partially screened, describe the actions proposed to reduce the visual
impact in the immediate foreground (e.g. landing location. roadside clean-up, etc.)

ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS

Does the EVC in adjacent units exceed the established VQO for those units and how would this affect
the management of the present unit proposed for alteration?

Comments:

NO X4

Has this VIA submission incorporated all known alterations proposed within the Visual Sensitivity Unit for the next 5
years? (i.e. all blocks proposed by the same or different licensees)

Comments:

YES XU NOO

W Ffe fui

Completed by: Ken B. Fairhurst, R.P.F.

Date Completed: January 10, 2014
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Viewpoint

DL7SM  DL7SN
DL7UJ

5.8km viewing distance to centre of block

DL7SM DL7SN DL7UJ

21

4-2km viewing distance to centre of block (closest)

DL7SM DL7SN

5.0km viewing distance to centre 0?5 oel

DL7SM DL7SN

8.5km viewing distance to centre of block

All views scaled to viewing distance for comparison , 45 deg. field of view.
See next pages for detailed viewpoint analyses.
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Area of Alteration

Area of Alteration

VP 3rd Canyon South (GPS 1796) South of Bridge 1522-1529

DL7SM DL7SN DL7UJ

scaled to vi'ewing distance'(5.8 km) for comparison
with other viewpoints with 45 deg. field of view

Viewpoint at Thir nyon
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Area without available forest cover for project DL7SM  DL7SN
DL7UJ

VSU 174 South VSU 184 VSU 174 North
VSU 166 |VSU 144/NVS

David Lake 3rd Canyon Viewpoint Percent Alteration
Desc AREA2 % alt

VSU174S/184 843970.38 0.03%
DL7SM 248.38
DL7SM 25.46
DL7SM 17.73
VSU174N/166/144/NVS 2117711 6.12%
DL7SN 1026.60
DL7SN 24.90
DL7UJ 245.58

Viewpoint at Third Canyon Percent Alteration Page 10 of 31 FNR-2016-62778 BCTS



DL7SM DL7SN DL7UJ

VSU 174-PR-North
VSU 184-PR
VSU 184-PR  VSU 174-PR-South “NVS" VSU|166-PR "NVS" VSU 144-PR

Visual Sensitivity Units with VQOs

DL7SM DL7SN DL7UJ

scaled to viewing distance (4.2 km) for comparison with other viewpoints with 45 deg. field of view (closest viewpoint)

——®»  Visual Force Convexity
~————»  \Visual Force Concavity
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VSU 184/174 South

s et vy g

Ml o ML

DL7SM

VSU 166/NVS/174 North

DL7SN

i 3 e S
ET Rt ] et SR

Viewpoint 21 Percent Alteration

Desc AREA2 Percent Alt.
184/174S5 286806.64 0.90%
DL7SM 141.06

DL7SM 106.80

DL7SM 80.33

DL7SM 17.59

DL7SM 91.68

DL7SM 479.82

DL7SM 74.70

DL7SM 55.96

DL7SM 1229.41

DL7SM 127.07

DL7SM 171.88
174N/166/144/NVS 57158.99 5.74%
DL7SN 2383.28

DL7SN 27.15

DL7SN 34.43

DL7UJ 541.42

DL7UJ 292.54

Viewpoint 21 Percent Alteration

DL7UJ
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DL7SM DL7SN DL7SU. (NVS)

VSU 174-PR-North
VSU 184-PR
VSU 184-PR VSU 174-PR-South VSU 166-PR

Visual Sensitivity Units with VQOs

Eo==

scaled to viewing distance (5.0 km) for comparison with other viewpoints with 45 deg. field of view

—»  Visual Force Convexity
—»  Visual Force Concavity

Viewpoint 22 Analysis
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DL7SM DL7SN

Area of Alteration

Percent Alteration Viewpoint 22

DESC_ |AREA2 Percent Alteration
174-184 185563.94 6.95%
DL7SM 1276.57

DL7SM 2988.21

DL7SM 3778.85

DL7SM 99.27

DL7SM 1280.19

DL7SM 3467.93

174-166 129644.98 3.57%
DL7SN 3988.45

DL7SN 184.99

DL7SN 262.11

DL7SM 139.79

DL7SM 13.55

DL7SM 18.90

DL7SM sy

Viewpoint 22 Percent Alteration
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DL7SM DL7SN

VSU 174-PR-North

VSU 174-PR-South

“NVS” VSU 166-PR “NVS”

scaled to viewing distance (8.5 km) for comparison
with other viewpoints with 45 deg. field of view
(furthest viewpoint)

—*  \Visual Force Convexity

— > Visual Force Concavity

Viewpoint 24 Analysis
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DL7SM DL7SN

VSU 174-PR-North
VSU 174-PR-South

Viewpoint rendered as test of potential visibility only,
Minor visibility if any towards the blocks due to intervening screening.
Do not use for overall percent alteration calculations.

Viewpoint 24 Percent Alteration

Desc AREA2

174S/184 106513.92] 11.19%| for demonstration, not for application
DL7SM 45713

DL7SM 118.17

DL7SM 2353.70

DL7SM 2967.92

DL7SM 110.05

DL7SM 5916.23

174N/166 215593.08 1.20% for demonstration, not for application
DL7SN 1577.20

DL7SN 177.39

DL7SN 389.79

DL7SN 284.50

DL7SN 154.57

Area of Alteration
Not in Photo

VP 24 (GPS1792) 1442-1455

Viewpoint 24 Percent Alteration
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Webb, Steven RPF FLNR:EX

From: Gunn, Jessica FLNR:EX

Sent: Monday, June 23, 2014 4:05 PM
To: MacKenzie, Sandy A FLNR:EX
Subject: FW: David Lakes FYI

To the best of my knowledge the extra patches were added in weren’t they??

Jessica M. Gunn, RPF

Area Forester

BC Timber Sales - Clearwater Field Team
Office - (250)-587-6765

Cell - (250)-674-8491

Fax - (250)-587-6790
Jessica.Gunn@gov.bc.ca

From: Stafford, Jason FLNR:EX

Sent: Monday, June 23, 2014 4:00 PM
To: Gunn, Jessica FLNR:EX

Cc: Kohlberger, Frank FLNR:EX
Subject: RE: David Lakes FYI

Were these additional patches added / alterations made?

Jason Stafford, RPF
A/Woodlands Manager
Kamloops Business Area
BC Timber Sales

(250) 371-6527

From: Gunn, Jessica FLNR:EX

Sent: Monday, June 23, 2014 2:22 PM

To: Stafford, Jason FLNR:EX; Lewis, Tom FLNR:EX
Subject: RE: David Lakes FYI

This is what is in the PCI checklist for 88948,89947 and 90519. Got a call from Rob S. on this, he will put Jason and my

name on the response back to the newspaper. Starting to dig for more information on this.

RDI Carried out visual

- if Yes, meets VSC / VQO
assessment

DL7SM is within 89947 which is closing on July 10™,

Jessica M. Gunn, RPF

Area Forester

BC Timber Sales - Clearwater Field Team
Office - (250)-587-6765

Most of the develoopment is requ
altered state of PR. RDI recomm
reserves on DL7SM to make it vit
other blocks were acceptable.
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Cell - (250)-674-8491
Fax - (250)-587-6790
Jessica.Gunn@gov.bc.ca

From: Stafford, Jason FLNR:EX

Sent: Monday, June 23, 2014 11:00 AM

To: Gunn, Jessica FLNR:EX; Lewis, Tom FLNR:EX
Subject: RE: David Lakes FYI

Thanks for the heads up.

Jason Stafford, RPF
A/Woodlands Manager
Kamloops Business Area
BC Timber Sales

(250) 371-6527

From: Gunn, Jessica FLNR:EX

Sent: Monday, June 23, 2014 8:31 AM

To: Lewis, Tom FLNR:EX; Stafford, Jason FLNR:EX
Subject: David Lakes FYI

So there seems to be some questions popping up around town about David Lakes harvesting that is happening right
now. Clusko (they are logging for Canfor and this is where the wood is going to) is up on A89948 logging and the blocks
are visible from Whitehorse Bluffs in the park. We have completed VIA in the area and are meeting the retention
strategies put out by RDI. Dave Dobi was given a phone call from the local newspaper writer. He is currently putting a
response together which will probably say go talk to BCTS but he is looking into it further and will keep me apprised to
what his response is before he does respond.

Keeping you in the loop.

Jessica M. Gunn, RPF

Area Forester

BC Timber Sales - Clearwater Field Team
Office - (250)-587-6765

Cell - (250)-674-8491

Fax - (250)-587-6790
Jessica.Gunn@gov.bc.ca
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Webb, Steven RPF FLNR:EX

From: Lewis, Tom FLNR:EX

Sent: Thursday, October 23, 2014 11:50 AM
To: Gunn, Jessica FLNR:EX

Subject: FW: Logging in Clearwater
Attachments: 20141022115402528.pdf

HiJess; Rob has asked for a point person for this file; | have given him your name.

From: Schweitzer, Rob W FLNR:EX

Sent: Thursday, October 23, 2014 11:19 AM
To: Gunn, Jessica FLNR:EX

Cc: Lewis, Tom FLNR:EX

Subject: FW: Logging in Clearwater

To put some further context behind this issue........

In May 2014 | met with Terry and provided him with a full written and verbal update on this matter.

In June 2014, Terry and | attended the WGAC field tour where | was able to provide him with even more
information.

Terry and his office has been taking a very balanced approach in regards to this matter and seeking truthful
information throughout.

If you would like to discuss the background in any more detail, please let me know.

From: Schweitzer, Rob W FLNR:EX

Sent: Thursday, October 23, 2014 11:16 AM
To: Morris, Kirsty L LASS:EX

Cc: Sommer, Rick B FLNR:EX

Subject: RE: Logging in Clearwater

Kirsty,

Below is a brief update in regards to the current and proposed harvesting in the Clearwater valley. If MLA Lake has any
questions or requires further information, please do not hesitate to contact me.

The 1999 document titled, “Guiding Principles for the Management of Land and Resources in the Upper
Clearwater Valley” (GP) applies to the area generally east of the river up towards the park boundary. | believe
MLA Lake has a copy of the map that outlines the specific area. This agreement does not apply to the area west
of the river.

During the June 28, 2014, field tour MLA Lake witnessed some of the current harvesting on the west side of the
river which is located within the BC Timber Sales operating area. It's my understanding they have more timber
development along with Canfor on the west side of the river. Jessica Gunn, Area Forester (250-587-6765) with
the BC Timber Sales program is the best person to contact in regards to their operations.

On June 30, 2014, the Forest Practices Board received a complaint from the Wells Gray Action Committee
(WGAC) and launched an investigation. It's my understanding the interviews have been conducted and the
investigation is ongoing.
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e Engagement with the referral group outlined in the GP document remains a challenge. Canfor has sent a letter
to the referral group asking them to confirm they still exist and want to be engaged but has not received a
response.

e Inregards to Cathie Hickson’s email, her technical report was provided to Canfor. | have confirmed with Canfor
that her information was directly passed on to the professionals conducting terrain stability and hydrology
assessments and will be considered in their timber development planning.

e The WGAC made a presentation to the TNRD Wells Gray Services Subcommittee in July.

e Asa follow up, | was asked to provide an update in regards to the proposed timber development in the
Clearwater valley to the Subcommittee in September. Some of the Clearwater council were in attendance as
well. My information was well received and appreciated by those in attendance.

e Last week, Canfor also made a presentation to the Subcommittee.

e Canfor is still working to complete their professional assessments (terrain, hydrology and visual). This is
expected to be completed by the end of November and Canfor has iindicated they will engage the community
through a public process and also attempt to meet with the referral group. I've attached a recent article written
by Canfor and published in the North Thompson Times for your information.

From: Morris, Kirsty L [mailto:Kirsty.Morris@leg.bc.cal
Sent: Monday, October 20, 2014 10:51 AM

To: Schweitzer, Rob W FLNR:EX

Subject: Logging in Clearwater

Importance: High

Hi Rob

MLA Lake has requested | contact you to see if you can provide us with an update on what’s happening re the logging in
the Clearwater valley. MLA Lake has started receiving correspondence again from constituents and he would like to
draft a suitable response. | have attached a few of the emails received this weekend to give you a sense of their
content.

We look forward to hearing from you.

Regards

Kirsty

Kirsty L Morris | Constituency Assistant

Terry Lake, MLA Kamloops - North Thompson
Minister of Health

Email: kirsty.morris@leg.bc.ca

Phone #: 250-554-5413 Fax #: 250-554-5417
Toll Free #: 1-888-299-0805

Website: www.terrylakemla.bc.ca

¢% Be Green! Read from the screen
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Webb, Steven RPF FLNR:EX

From: Kohlberger, Frank FLNR:EX

Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 8:57 AM
To: 'Ken Fairhurst'

Subject: FW: Visuals - David Lake
Attachments: DL7SM_Visuals_Shapefiles.zipped

Hi Ken,

Attached are revised shapefiles for block DL7SM at David Lake. To open the file just have to
first rename it to .zip.

You did a visual assessment of this block previously however the folks in the field have
proposed changes to the WTRA and | believe maybe the boundary as well. Could you do an
assessment using the new block information? If it doesn’t meet the required VQO, then
perhaps try and see if it can be modified somewhat closely to what is there so as to meet the
vVQOo?

If you have any questions please let me know.

Thanks.

Frank . Kohlbcrgcrj RPF, BScF, Dipl For Tech,
Resource Planner

KamiooPs E)usiness ,.é'\rc:-';

|\f{|'m'str‘tj of Forests | ands and Natural Resource C)pe.ratl'ons

Ph: (250) 371-6557 FAX: (250) 371-6565
Mailto:Frank.Kohlberger@gov.bc.ca
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Webb, Steven RPF FLNR:EX

From: Webb, Steven RPF FLNR:EX

Sent: Monday, December 7, 2015 5:35 PM
To: Gunn, Jessica FLNR:EX

Subject: RE: 89947-Upper Clearwater

Spoke with 5.22 today. Went about as well as you might have expected. Started off well, however deteriorated
quickly when | stated that road construction has likely already started and that harvesting on A89947 would start in
January. He was shocked that BCTS would continue to make a bad situation worse. Told him this was a done deal given
the license was awarded two years ago, but that | was giving him a heads up as a matter of courtesy —you can imaging
where it went from there. Asked if | could send him any information about block location, visuals, etc, and he told me
that it would make no difference to the outcome — the trees would still be felled.

Once the dust settled, he appreciated my call, even though he stated that | could not understand how important the

visuals were to those that lived in the \falley,s-22
5.22

He stated that they (he) wanted to continue the process with Canfor before meeting with us. So | expect it will be well
into the new year before we hear back from him again about moving forward. | updated Rob Schweitzer on this call.

s.22

Steve

From: Gunn, Jessica FLNR:EX

Sent: Friday, December 4, 2015 3:50 PM
To: Webb, Steven RPF FLNR:EX
Subject: 89947-Upper Clearwater

Road building to be starting this week as stated before. Block to start in the new year as | just spoke with Rowena on.

Have a good weekend

Jessica M. Gunn, RPF

Area Forester

BC Timber Sales - Clearwater Field Team
Office - (250)-587-6765

Cell - (250)-674-8491

Fax - (250)-587-6790
Jessica.Gunn@gov.bc.ca
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Webb, Steven RPF FLNR:EX

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Webb, Steven RPF FLNR:EX

Friday, December 4, 2015 10:41 AM
Gunn, Jessica FLNR:EX

RE: As Requested: Timber Availability maps Upper Clearwater

Thanks. You available for a call?

Steve

From: Gunn, Jessica FLNR:EX
Sent: Friday, December 4, 2015 10:18 AM
To: Webb, Steven RPF FLNR:EX

Subject: FYI: As Requested: Timber Availability maps Upper Clearwater

Timber availability completed for the Upper Clearwater.

The 5k map shows nothing for future volume.
The 30k map shows the following

Upper Clearwater 2 NOT Mature Volume Summary

Species Volume (m3) Area (ha)
Pine 166, 1
Pine (dead) 1
Fir 1,165 5
Hemlock 0 0
Larch 0 0
Cedar 267 2
Spruce 1,235 5
Balsam 0 0
Deciduous 2,359| 13
Other o| 0
Totals 5,193 26
Upper Clearwater 2 Mature Volume Summary
Species Volume (m3) unl Area (ha)
Pine 8, 3
Pine (dead) 2,305
Fir 45,666/ 153
Hemlock 0 0
Larch 0| 0
Cedar 519| 4
Spruce 28,599 %
Balsam 54 0
Dedduous 67,475 288
Other 0| 0
Totals 152,695 574

Some potential for Fir and PI. I'll have a better look into this in the new year to see if we want to send someone in to do
some recce work.

Cheers,
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Jessica M. Gunn, RPF

Area Forester

BC Timber Sales - Clearwater Field Team
Office - (250)-587-6765

Cell - (250)-674-8491

Fax - (250)-587-6790
Jessica.Gunn@gov.bc.ca

From: Hay, Devona L FLNR:EX

Sent: Wednesday, December 2, 2015 3:00 PM

To: Gunn, Jessica FLNR:EX

Cc: Howard, Stephanie Lynne FLNR:EX

Subject: As Requested: Timber Availability maps Upper Clearwater

Hi Jessica,
The Upper Clearwater maps have been completed.

They are located here:

s.17

UpperClearwater_TimberAvailability_Clearwater_Portrait_5K.pdf
UpperClearwater2_TimberAvailability Clearwater Portrait_30K.pdf

Thanks
Devona

Devona Hay, RFT

GIS Analyst / TKA Genus Administrator

BCTS - Kamloops TSO

1265 Dalhousie Drive

Kamloops, BC V2C 5Z5

Telephone: (250) 371-6526

Fax: (250) 371-6565

Email: Devona.Hay@gov.be.ca

'Life isn't about how to survive the storm,

but how to dance in the rain.'
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Webb, Steven RPF FLNR:EX

From: Kohlberger, Frank FLNR:EX

Sent: Monday, October 20, 2014 11:10 AM

To: Stafford, Jason FLNR:EX; 'Dobi, Dave'

Cc: Lewis, Tom FLNR:EX; Boskovic, Zoran O FLNR:EX; Gunn, Jessica FLNR:EX
Subject: RE: WGAC

Thanks Jason for bringing me into the loop. It is important that both ourselves in BCTS and our clients maintain
awareness that, when working on these types of issues, it is critical for the Planners to be fully involved - it is our job;
Including Planners in correspondence and in decision processes with respect to stakeholders is paramount.

As some of you know, | spent several hours with Erik in the Summer going over our proposals in the area, and discussing
the needs of the two parties. Last week he sent me an email asking if BCTS was logging across from Grouse Creek and

the Canyonlands. | responded with a reminder map of our developments in that area and reiterated our activities there.

Thanks.

Frank L. Kohlberger, RPF, BScF, Dipl For Tech, Resource Planner Kamloops Business Area Ministry of Forests Lands and
Natural Resource Operations

Ph: (250) 371-6557 FAX: (250) 371-6565 Mailto:Frank.Kohlberger@gov.bc.ca

From: Stafford, Jason FLNR:EX

Sent: Monday, October 20, 2014 9:30 AM

To: 'Dobi, Dave'; Gunn, Jessica FLNR:EX

Cc: Lewis, Tom FLNR:EX; Boskovic, Zoran O FLNR:EX; Kohlberger, Frank FLNR:EX
Subject: RE: WGAC

Thanks for the note.

We did advise Eric back in July that this was occurring. Thanks for the article the other day as well. Talked to Rob about
your thinking around an open house. BCTS would be willing to participate if Canfor desires. If not we may end up doing
something at a later date. We only have one block planned in the David Lake area other than what has already been
sold.

Thanks
Jason

From: Dobi, Dave [mailto:Dave.Dobi@canfor.com]
Sent: Monday, October 20, 2014 9:27 AM

To: Stafford, Jason FLNR:EX; Gunn, Jessica FLNR:EX
Subject: FW: WGAC

Jason/Jessica - this is FYI.
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From: Dobi, Dave

Sent: Monday, October 20, 2014 9:13 AM
To: Erik

Subject: RE: WGAC

Hi Erik;

Yes, a Canfor contractor is logging a BC Timber Sale in the David Lake operating area on the West side of the Clearwater

River.

From: Erik [mailto:ThinkWellsGray@gmx.ca]
Sent: Saturday, October 18, 2014 5:33 PM
To: Dobi, Dave

Subject: WGAC

Hello Dave,

Can you please tell me if Canfor is actively logging or building
roads on the West side of the Clearwater River at this time? Where?

Thank you very much for your assistance.
Regards,

Erik Milton
Wells Gray Action Committee
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Webb, Steven RPF FLNR:EX

From: Hay, Devona L FLNR:EX

Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 2:53 PM

To: 'Ken Fairhurst'

Cc: Fenton, Clint FLNR:EX; MacKenzie, Sandy A FLNR:EX; Gunn, Jessica FLNR:EX;
Kohlberger, Frank FLNR:EX

Subject: RE: David Lake/Blue river/Avola

Hi Ken,

My apologies on the delay in getting this to you. We have been experiencing some issues with
the results layer which caused me to find a workaround for that layer.

| have placed a Layer package (RDI_David Lake.lpk) on the ftp site (
s.17 for your reference.

Please remember to download as soon as possible so that it doesn’t cleaned up from the ftp
site.

| have provided the Instructions again on using the “LPK” file:

s.17
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s.17

s.22

Thanks
Devona

Devona Hay, RFT

GIS Analyst / TKA Genus Administrator

BCTS - Kamloops TSO

1265 Dalhousie Drive

Kamloops, BC V2C 5Z5

Telephone: (250) 371-6526

Fax: (250) 371-6565

Email: Devona.Hay@gov.bc.ca

'Life isn't about how to survive the storm,

but how to dance in the rain.'

From: Ken Fairhurst [mailto:ken.fairhurst@rdi3d.com]
Sent: Friday, June 15, 2012 12:57 PM

To: Hay, Devona L FLNR:EX

Subject: Re: David Lake/Blue river/Avola

| am guessing that the VQO polygons provided previously will cover this area. If not, | will require them. If possible,
Devona, could you provide me the procedure for identifying the correct VSC/VQO? | know it is in my old e-mails from you
if you don't have it handy.

Thanks,
Ken Fairhurst

RDI Resource Design Inc
#116 - 845 Denman Street
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Vancouver BC Canada
www.rdi3d.com

VoG 2L7
604-689-3195

----- Original Message -----

From: Hay, Devona L FLNR:EX

To: ken.fairhurst@rdi3d.com

Cc: MacKenzie, Sandy A FLNR:EX ; Fenton, Clint FLNR:EX
Sent: Thursday, June 14, 2012 10:49 AM

Subject: David Lake/Blue river/Avola

Hi Ken,
Just confirming what you are requesting for the visuals, so | don’t miss anything:

DEM data

genus blocks and Roads, WTRA data
ften blocks and roads, results polygons
trim streams, lakes

contours

Anything Else?

e e e o e

1
2
3
4
5
6

Devona

Devona Hay, RFT

GIS Analyst / TKA Genus Administrator

BCTS - Kamloops TSO

1265 Dalhousie Drive

Kamloops, BC V2C 575

Telephone: (250) 371-6526

Fax: (250) 371-6565

Email: Devona.Hay@gov.bc.ca

'Life isn't about how to survive the storm,

but how to dance in the rain.’'
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