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THE CONTEXT OF INTEGRATED VISUAL DESIGN PLANNING 
Ten (10) Scenic Areas were assessed and an IVD plan completed 
from each.  The challenges of planning in these areas ranged from 
relatively simple, small, single pass recommendations to very 
complex, large, multi-pass proposals with advanced landscape 
design techniques required.  In one case, Scenic Area 9 was not 
visible as indicated in the inventory. 
 
To best apply the information in these reports, one should have a 
strategic and long-term planning frame of mind.  Significant field 
verification of stand and site conditions is required to manage within 
the spirit and intent of each report.  A good example is the exclusion 
of roads in the landscapes, as the best placement of roads needs to 
consider the total chance harvest opportunities for areas both inside 
and outside of the scenic area polygon. 
 
Final road building and harvest planning should have a more detailed 
visual impact assessment completed for the area of interest that is 
current to the proposal.  Many factors can significantly change the 
viewscape over time, such as the recent mountain pine beetle 
activities, wildfire, etc. 
 
Generally speaking, the reports have been written in the same order 
as the request for proposal listed them.  To avoid duplication of 
visual landscape design concepts, strategies and tactics, the first 
IVD plan to encounter a unique issue discusses it in detail.  
Subsequent plans will make reference to it. 
 
REFERRAL SUMMARY 
Pope & Talbot Ltd. supplied Linbir Holdings Ltd. with the list of 
interested parties to send referral letters to (format letter attached – 
Appendix I).  Referrals were sent on October 13, 2006. A digital copy 
of all letters was supplied to Pope & Talbot Ltd. on October 16, 2006.  
The following is the list of interested parties: 
 

1. Herb Badey 
2. John Timothy 
3. Mary Song 
4. UNBC Research Forest (Cinnabar Resort) 
5. Tezzeron Lake Resort 
6. Inzana Lake Lodge 
7. William Domonkos  
8. Nation Lakes Canoeing & Fishing Resort 
9. Ron Timothy  
10. Stuart Millard 
11. Celina Lazare 
12. Vitaline Song 
13. Paul Trepus 
14. Fisherman’s Paradise Lodge 
15. Tchentlo Lake Lodge 
16. Harry Coldwell  
17. Khunai Family Outfitters 
 
Of the seventeen (17) referrals, three (3) were returned by Canada 
Post unopened and are attached to this report: 
1. Mary Song – returned November 6, 2006 
2. Nation Lakes Canoeing & Fishing Resort – returned November 

8, 2006 
3. Celina Lazare – returned October 26, 2006 
 
The following referral comments were received (details of the 
correspondence are attached in Appendix II): 
1. Ron Timothy – November 6, 2006, telephone call. 
2. Marcel Kamm – November 13, 2006 – telephone call on behalf 

of Eugen Kern of the Fisherman’s Paradise Lodge, Tchentlo 
Lake. 

 
The comments from both interested parties were considered in the 
development of IVD plans. 
 
It is strongly encouraged to provide the Fisherman’s Paradise Lodge 
a complete copy of the Tchentlo Lake (Scenic Area 10) IVD plan.  
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Once they have seen the proposal, they may have more concerns, 
particularly with regards to those views most sensitive to them 
across from Airplane Creek, polygon B. 
 
One other individual, Mr. Stuart Millard, contacted the Linbir office on 
October 24, 2006, with no specific comments.  Linbir attempted to 
return Mr. Millard’s telephone call on October 25, November 6, 9 and 
10.  After contacting his place of work we were informed he no 
longer worked there.  After trying the phone book directory, we were 
informed that the number was no longer in service.  We were unable 
to obtain Mr. Millard’s comments, nor were any further attempts 
made on his behalf (details of the correspondence are attached in 
Appendix II). 
 
SCENIC AREA HIGHLIGHTS 
The following summarizes the highlights of individual IVD reports by 
Scenic Area. 
 
SCENIC AREA 1 – MCKNAB LAKE 
McKnab Lake has an established visual quality objective (VQO) of 
Partial Retention. Much of the defined scenic area is highly visible 
and in the immediate foreground of resource users and therefore, 
highly sensitive to alterations. 
 
The majority of surrounding stands consist primarily of lodgepole 
pine which has been recently impacted by mountain pine beetle. 
Approximately 69% of the Scenic Area (159ha and 38,435 m3) is not 
planned for harvest. Removal of beetle infested forests at this level is 
well beyond acceptable levels of alteration to a visible landscape 
within the scope of Partial Retention 
 
With only one pass planned there are seven (7) harvest units with a 
combined estimated area of 70ha and volume of 17,432m3. 
 

A decision is required at a higher level to determine the hierarchy of 
resource values surrounding McKnab Lake.  If there is a relaxation of 
the visual quality objectives in consideration of other resource values 
such as short term timber viability and mid-term large mammal 
habitat suitability, then more site specific visual design will be 
needed. 
 
SCENIC AREA 2 – KARENA LAKE 
Karena Lake has an established visual quality objective (VQO) of 
Partial Retention.  
 
Most of the scenic area polygon is simply out of view and therefore 
available for harvest as a response to the beetle. 
 
Although there are two (2) harvest entries planned, the majority of 
the scenic area is planned for harvest either in existing proposed 
blocks or those with pine-leading stands. 
 
The pine-leading Blocks 2-1, 2-3 and 2-5 combine to approximately 
124ha and estimated volume of 26,915m3. 
 
SCENIC AREA 3 – NILAN (CAMP) LAKE 
Nilan (Camp) Lake has an established visual quality objective (VQO) 
of Partial Retention.  
 
With relatively benign terrain, most of the scenic area polygon is 
simply out of view.  This allows much of the area to be harvested 
with little to no visual impact. 
 
Approximately 37ha and 10,337m3 is planned for harvest of the 
Scenic Area is as a response to the beetle. 
 
The pine component is so extensive that only one (1) harvest entry is 
planned. 
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SCENIC AREA 4 – HUNITLIN MOUNTAIN 
Hunitlin Mountain (1,123m) is approximately 30km North of Fort St. 
James along the Germansen Landing North Road.  This mountain 
was identified as Scenic Area 4 within the Pope & Talbot Ltd. request 
for proposal and is known to be a sacred area by local First Nations. 
 
Harvest opportunities within the scenic area were planned over three 
(3) entries. While the VQO for this scenic area is Retention, clearcuts 
are modelled for each harvest entry to demonstrate the worst case 
by area by pass.   
 
Do not clearcut any of the proposed blocks within this plan. Douglas-
fir retention is required to meet the VQO.  It is also appropriate to 
strategically leave patches of mixed species to prevent unnatural 
looking open spaces. 
 
The total planned harvest area is 281ha with and estimated factored 
volume of 39,527m3. 
 
Much of what is proposed within the scenic area is dependant upon 
foreground screening activities adjacent to the North Road and 
outside of the scenic area.   
 
SCENIC AREA 5 – DEM LAKE 
Dem Lake is approximately 40 km north of Fort St. James as the 
crow flies and is a popular recreational destination. 
 
The scenic area polygons are not very wide around Dem Lake. After 
considering the constraints such as the 200m lakeshore reserve 
zone combined with existing harvest of the area, there is very little 
landbase available for further entries. 
 
The planned harvest in the northern flank (polygon B) is an attempt 
to visually rehabilitate the landscape which bears the scars of 
unnatural looking previous harvest.  

 
The total estimated volume removed in Scenic Area 5 is 17,522m3 in 
85.1ha over two (2) harvest entries (refer to Appendix III for volume 
& area estimates by polygon by pass). 
 
SCENIC AREA 6 – TEZZERON LAKE 
Tezzeron Lake scenic area does not cover the entire viewscape 
around the lake; rather the focus is the Chuius Mountain range to the 
north. 
 
Past disturbances in the visible landscape are both good and bad.  
The disturbances limit the options available for further alterations to 
the landscape. 
 
The pine component has been targeted for the first harvest entry 
(37% by volume) to address mountain pine beetle infestations.  
There are fourteen (14) harvest units with a combined estimated 
area of 230ha and volume of 51,974m3.  
 
The second harvest entry has fifteen (15) harvest units with a 
combined estimated area of 259ha and volume of 63,254m3. 
 
Some of the lower elevation blocks, such as 6-13, 6-23 and 6-29, will 
require internal retention to add visual texture and reduce the impact 
created by larger openings.  Higher elevation blocks are more 
oblique and have less of an impact. 
 
SCENIC AREA 7 – HATDUDATEHL LAKE 
Hatdudatehl Lake is a remote, medium sized lake with important lake 
trout spawning habitat along its shoreline. 
 
The northern landscape is extremely diverse and has a high 
absorption capability for alterations. Unfortunately due to past 
disturbances, much of this landscape was netted out as deciduous 
leading.   
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The southern landscape is far more of a challenge to operate on. 
This landscape is not within the comfort zone of ground based 
clearcutting.  It is on highly visible steep ground requiring cable 
yarding and most likely not clearcut systems.  Internal retention is 
likely the most appropriate strategy to resolve the impact of the 
harvesting on the southern landscape.  This tactic will assist in 
improving block shape and reducing block size. 
 
The pine component has been targeted for the first harvest entry to 
address mountain pine beetle infestations.  There are fourteen (14) 
harvest units with a combined estimated area of 143ha and volume 
of 32,036m3.  Note that the estimated volume has five (5) blocks with 
40% factoring of all species to accommodate retention strategies and 
tactics.  
 
The second harvest entry has eight (8) harvest units with a combined 
estimated area of 112ha and volume of 28,838m3.  Note that the 
estimated volume has three (3) blocks with 40% factoring of all 
species to accommodate retention strategies and tactics.  
 
SCENIC AREA 8 – INZANA LAKE 
Inzana Lake is a popular recreational destination, with both public 
and commercial tourism located on it. 
 
The northern landscape has been significantly impacted by previous 
alterations and limits options available. In some cases, rehabilitation 
is required in the short-term which looks worse, but in the long-term 
starts to heal the view. 
 
The southern landscape is relatively intact from human alterations.  
Mountain pine beetle is very active in the area and is having an 
impact on the viewscape.  In some cases steep, highly visible pine-
leading areas were not planned for logging. 
 

Some of the proposed blocks along the steep, highly visible southern 
landscape will require very specialized knowledge and operators in 
order to achieve the plan.  Extensive field time will be required to 
confirm if this approach will work. 
 
There are blocks on both sides of the lake which will require 
additional internal retention to better fall within the established 
VQOs.  Clearcuts are simulated for discussion purposes and to 
demonstrate worst case scenario. 
 
The pine component has been targeted for the first harvest entry to 
address mountain pine beetle infestations.  The area and volume 
estimates are summarized below.  A more detailed breakdown of this 
information is provided in Appendix III. 
 

Entry # of Blocks Area (ha) Volume (m3)
1 27 694 155,263
2 27 287 140,040
3 18 197 106,495
4 6 79 46,076

Total 78 1,257 447,874
 
SCENIC AREA 9 – KLOCH LAKE 
This report covers only that area which was indicated in the request 
for proposal as a “defined scenic area”.  At the very initial stages of 
the project, it was suspected that the area may be not visible; 
however, the steps of field verification and GIS analyses were 
required to confirm the visible status of the polygon. 
 
The Scenic Area 9 polygon is not visible from the Recreation Site, 
along the northern shoreline, within the Kloch Lake bay or along the 
road. 
 
The polygon associated with Scenic Area 9 should be removed from 
the visual landscape inventory. 
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An inventory error has been made. It is not uncommon to have this 
type of error in visual landscape inventories.  The inventory itself is 
generally conservative and often is used as a ‘red flag’ for resource 
management.  The placement of Scenic Area 9, inventory polygon 
161, has served an important role in which the proponent has 
investigated further to better understand the values at stake.  In this 
case the visual resource values are addressed by concluding the 
area to be not visible. 

 
Further ground truthing of the area may yield more harvest areas.  In 
particular, the net down of site index polygons less than 10 removed 
some larger polygons.  The data indicates that these stands are over 
250 years old and of high volume. 
 
This IVD plan is strategic in nature.  More detailed specific landscape 
design works, such as a visual impact assessment, are required 
once site specific plans are proposed.  

The entire volume within this polygon is available for harvest.  
 This IVD plan assesses the foreground viewscape of Mt. Nation.  

Impacts outside of the scenic area in the middle ground (mostly not 
visible) and background sections should not be ignored by future 
harvest plans. 

SCENIC AREA 10 – TCHENTLO LAKE 
Tchentlo Lake is within the Lower Nation Resource Management 
Zone and is cornerstone to a Provincially significant four-lake canoe 
chain.  This lake was identified as Scenic Area 10 within the Pope & 
Talbot Ltd. request for proposal. The design and resource 
management objectives pivot on these recreational values. 
 
The pine component has been targeted for the first harvest entry to 
address imminent mountain pine beetle infestations.  The area and 
volume estimates are summarized below.  A more detailed 
breakdown of this information is provided in Appendix III. 
 

Entry # of Blocks Area (ha) Volume (m3)
1 37 788 186,505
2 27 391 111,545
3 19 262 83,603
4 21 273 89,230

Total 104 1,714 470,883
 
This IVD plan acknowledges the historical sensitivity of the visual 
resources on Tchentlo Lake by modeling blocks on the more 
conservative side of Partial Retention.  Further, in consideration of 
the many paddlers along the Nation Lake Chain, it would be prudent 
to retain up to 10% of the stems on some of the more visible blocks 
of the foreground. 
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______________________________ 
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standards acceptable of a Registered Professional Forester. 
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APPENDIX I 

REFERRAL LETTER 
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APPENDIX II 

REFERRAL CORRESPONDENCE 
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